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Glossary

Key Terms

Definition

Cumulative effects

The combined effect of the SalamanderProject withthe effects from a number of different

projects, on the same single receptor / resource.

Cumulative impact

Impacts that result from changes caused by other past, present or reasonably foreseeable

actions together with the Salamander Project.

Effect

Term used to express the consequence of an impact. The significance of an effect is
determined by correlating the magnitude of the impact with theimportance, orsensitivity, of

the receptor or resource in accordance with defined significance criteria.

Environmental Impact Assessment
(EIA)

A statutory process by which the likely significant effects of certain projects must be assessed
before aformal decision toproceed can be made. It involves the collection and consideration
of environmental information, which fulfils the assessment requirements of the EIA

Regulations, including the publication of an Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR).

Environmental Impact Assessment

Report (EIAR)

A document reporting the findings of the EIA and produced in accordance with the EIA

Regulations.

Export Cable Corridor (ECC)

The specific corridor of seabed (seaward of Mean High Water Springs (MHWS)) and land
(landward of MHWS) from the Offshore Array Area (OAA) to the Onshore Substation, within

which the export cables will be located.

Impact

An impact isconsideredto be the change tothe baseline as a result of an activity or event
related to the Salamander Project. Impacts can be both adverse or beneficial impacts on the

environment and be either temporary or permanent.

Inter-Related Effect (or Inter-

Relationships)

The likely effects of multiple impacts fromthe proposed development on one receptor. For
example, noise and air quality together could have a greater effect onaresidential receptor

than each impact considered separately.

Landfall

The genericterm applied tothe entire landfall corridor between Mean Low Water Spring
(MLWS) tide and the TransitionJoint Bay (TJB) inclusive of all construction works, including
the offshore and onshore ECC, and landfall compound, where the offshore cables come

ashore north of Peterhead.

Offshore Array Area

The offshore area within which the windturbine generators, foundations, mooring lines and

anchors, and inter-array cables and associated infrastructure will be located.

Onshore Development

The entire Onshore Development above MLWS, including compounds at the Landfall,

temporary working areas, Onshore Export Cables, Transition Joint Bay, Joint Bays, Onshore
Substation and Energy Balancing Infrastructure, Construction Compounds, any associated
landscaping (if required) and access (and all other associatedinfrastructure) across all Project

phases from development to decommissioning, for whichthe Applicant is seeking consent.
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Key Terms Definition

Offshore Development Area

The total area comprising the Offshore Array Area and the Offshore Export Cable Corridor.

Offshore Export Cable Corridor

The areathat will containthe Offshore Export Cable(s) betweenthe boundary of the Offshore
Array Area and Mean High Water Springs (MHWS).

Onshore Development Area

The total area comprising the Landfall, Onshore Export Cable Corridor, and Onshore

Substation, EBI and associated infrastructure.

Onshore Substation

The electrical components for transforming the power supplied fromthe Salamander Project
to 132 kilovolt (kV) and to adjust the powerquality and power factor, as required to meet the
UK Grid Code for supply to the National Grid.

Receptor (Onshore)

Any physical, biological or anthropogenic element of the environment that may be affected or
impacted by the Salamander Project. Receptors can include natural features such as rivers,
forests and wildlife habitats as well as man-made features like residential areas, schools and

cultural heritage sites.

Receptor (Offshore)

Any physical, biological or anthropogenic element of the environment that may be affected or
impacted by the Salamander Project. Receptors can include natural features such as the
seabed and wildlife habitats as well as man-made features like fishing vessels and cultural

heritage sites.

Salamander Project

The proposed Salamander Offshore Wind Farm. The term covers all elements of both the

offshore and onshore aspects of the project.

Trackout

The transport of dust and dirt from a constructionsite ontothe public road network, where it

may be deposited and then re-suspended by vehicles using the network.

Acronyms

Term Definition

EBI Energy Balancing Infrastructure
ECC Export Cable Corridor

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment
HDV Heavy Duty Vehicles

NSR Noise Sensitive Receptor

OAA Offshore Array Area
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Term Definition
OnSS Onshore Substation
WTG Wind Turbine Generator
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Summary of Impacts and Mitigations
Introduction

This chapter of the Onshore Environmental Impact Assessment Report (EIAR) provides a summary of the
potential impacts assessed and conclusions of the EIA undertaken for the Salamander Project Onshore
Development. Table 20-1 to Table 20-12 summarise the Impacts for the Onshore Development considered
in isolation and cumulatively with other relevant projects. A cumulative assessment with the Offshore
Development is summarised in Section 20.3.

The significance of an effect has been determined within each impact assessment chapter by correlating
the magnitude of the impact and the sensitivity of the receptor whilst also utilising professional judgement
and industry best practice guidance. A matrix approach has been usedthroughout with details presented in
Volume ER.B.2, Chapter 6: EIA Methodology.

For the purposes of this EIA, where effects are identified as Minor or Negligible they are deemedto be Not
Significant in EIA terms. Major and Moderate effects are deemed to be Significant in EIA terms and
additional mitigation may be required. Where further mitigation is notfeasible, a residual significant effect
may remain. Unless otherwise described as beneficial or negligible, all effects reported on within this EIAR
are adverse.

The potential impacts from the Onshore Development have been assessed using the worst-case parameters
established within the Project Design Envelope, with the relevant worst-case parameters for each receptor
presented within each receptor topic chapter. Embedded mitigation measures (i.e. those built into the
Salamander Project concept, either through design (primary mitigation) or implementation of industry best
practice (tertiary mitigation)) that will reduce the potential impacts on specific receptors have also been
takeninto accountduring the assessments and are presented in each chapter (Volume ER.B.3, Chapters 7
to 18); these are also summarised within this Chapter.

The structure of summary of impacts and mitigation tables shown in Section 20.2 differ based on the topic,
therefore, in some cases the cumulative assessment is presented at the end of each table.

Based on the conclusions of the EIA, the Onshore Development is not expectedto resultin significant effects
for the majority of environmental receptors assessed.
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20.2 Summary of the Onshore Development considered in isolation and cumulatively with other relevant projects
20.2.1 Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology
Table 20-1 Summary of Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology Impacts and Mitigation
Project Activity and | Project Aspect Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact
. - 3 § Additional Mitigation . § . § E - 3 g Additional Mitigation § § E
2 2 2 3 © s S & S &8 > 2 S 5 ® 8 6 S @
2 Z £ £ @ TELS | £ | % £ £ @ s €| €«
g g 2 5 3 € &5 | §T | & e 5 g &Y | &0
[ » 3 » o @ » £ @ S » o x » o » £
Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology
Construction
Acidification from | OnSS and EBI, | Co60 Surface Watercourses High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
felling Onshore  ECC, measures have been identified
Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
OnSS and EBI, | Co60 Soilsand underlying deposits | Medium | Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Onshore  ECC, measures have been identified
Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
Sedimentrunofffom | OnSS and EBI, | Co60 Surface watercourses and | High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
excavations, stone | Onshore ECC, Designated Hydrological measures have been identified
winning, ground | Landfall Receptors for this effect above and beyond
disturbance and the embedded mitigation listed in
overburden Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
stockpiling Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
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Project Activity and | Project Aspect Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact
@ Additional Mitigation o v @ M Additional Mitigation @ 0 @
. z 3 g T 2% g E Z 3 g g e E
g 3 2 g 5 3 S ¢ g & s 2 g © TS5 | §¢e
g : | § £ E $Es | S§s | % |8 | £¢ SEE| £
& 3 = & 5 @ > £ ] = 5 5 5% | > £
Increased  surface | OnSS and EBI Co65 Surface watercourses and | High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
water runoff and Designated Hydrological measures have been identified
flood risk from Cob4 Receptors for this effect above and beyond
hardstanding areas the embedded mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
Pollutant OnSS and EBI, | Co63 Surface watercourses, | High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
contamination from | Onshore  ECC, groundwater and Designated measures have been identified
spills and leaks Landfall Co75 Hydrological Receptors for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
Pollutant OnSS and EBI, | Co63 Soils, surface water quality and | High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
contamination from | Onshore  ECC, groundwater measures have been identified
spills and leaks Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
Soil compaction from | OnSS and EBI, | Co60 Soilsand underlying deposits | Medium | Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
plant and vehicle | Onshore  ECC, measures have been identified
movements and soil | Landfall for this effect above and beyond
stripping the embedded mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant.
ER.B.3.20 Summary of Impacts and Mitigations Page 3/55
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Project Activity and | Project Aspect Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact
@ Additional Mitigation o v @ @ Additional Mitigation o v @
> ] o s 2 s o £ > ] o o o £
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Rerouting of, or | OnSS and EBI, | Co60 Surface watercourses High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
impediment to, | Onshore  ECC, measures have been identified
drainage pathways | Landfall for this effect above and beyond
from  hardstanding the embedded mitigation listed in
areas and Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
excavations Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant
Changes in | Landfall Co60 Groundwater High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
groundwater measures have been identified
interflow  pattems for this effect above and beyond
from excavations and the embedded mitigation listed in
hardstandng Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7:
Geology, Hydrology and
Hydrogeology as it was
concluded that the effect was Not
Significant
Page 4/55
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20.2.2 Terrestrial Ornithology

Table 20-2 Summary of Terrestrial Ornithology Impacts and Mitigation

Powered by @rsted and
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Project Activity and | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
~ o g Additional Mitigation g g E ~ o g Additional g g E
5 = 3 . 5 54 8 O £ 3 § & | Mitigation 5 8 5 g o
& & s 3 % g3qd 3= | 8 s 3 % 35 3 =
Terrestrial Ornithology
Construction
Permanent or | OnSS, EBIl, | Co67 Qualifying features of SPA/Ramsar High - | Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor — No potential for cumulative effect
temporary habitat | Landfall and Sites/SSSIs within connectivity Medium Negligible have been identified for this effect | Negligible
loss affecting | Onshore ECC | Co64 distance: above and beyond the embedded
wintering and mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
migratory birds Co52 Pink-footed geese and Greylag geese Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Cob6 Not Significant
Co77
Permanent or | OnSS, EBI, | Co67 Other priority species including | Medium- | Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
temporary habitloss | Landfall and Northern lapwing, golden plover, | Low have been identified for this effect
affecting wintering | Onshore ECC | Co64 snipe, Eurasian curlew, gull spp. above and beyond the embedded
and migratory birds mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co52 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Cob6 Not Significant
Co77
Permanent or | OnSS, EBI, | Co67 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
temporary habitat | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
loss affecting | Onshore ECC | Co64 above and beyond the embedded
breeding birds mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co77 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Co52 Not Significant
Co66
Disturbance to birds | OnSS,  EBI, | Co67 All wintering and migratory birds High - | Low— Minor - No additional mitigation measures | Minor - No potential for cumulative effect
in the vicinity of the | Landfall and Low Negligible Negligible have been identified for this effect | Negligible
Onshore Onshore ECC | Co64 above and beyond the embedded
Development Area. mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co60 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
Page 5/55
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Project Activity and | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
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Co52 it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Co77
Disturbance to birds | OnSS, EBI, | Co67 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
in the vicinity of the | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
Onshore Onshore ECC | Co64 above and beyond the embedded
Development Area. mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co77 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Co52 Not Significant
Co60
Direct impacts | OnSS, EBI, | Co67 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
(killing/injury) to | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
nesting birds Onshore ECC | Co64 above and beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co77 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Operation and Maintenance
Disturbance to birds | OnSS,  EBI, | Co52 All wintering and migratory birds High - | Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor - No potential for cumulative effect
in the vicinity of the | Landfall and Medium Negligible have been identified for this effect | Negligible
Onshore Onshore ECC above and beyond the embedded
Development Area. mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Disturbance to birds | OnSS,  EBI, | Co52 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
in the vicinity of the | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
Onshore Onshore ECC above and beyond the embedded
Development Area. mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Decommissioning
Page 6/55
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Project Activity and | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
~ o g Additional Mitigation g g E ~ o g Additional g g g
5 § g § - = § § E, ‘é’ B § s Mitigation = § 8 § E
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Permanent or | OnSS, EBI, | Cob4 All wintering and migratory birds High - | Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor - No potential for cumulative effect
temporary loss of | Landfall and Medium Negligible have been identified for this effect | Negligible
habitat supporting | Onshore ECC | Co77 above and beyond the embedded
wintering and mitigation listed in Volume ER.B3,
migratory waterfowl| Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Permanent or | OnSS, EBI, | Cob4 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
temporary habitat | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
loss affecting | Onshore ECC | Co77 above and beyond the embedded
breeding birds mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Disturbance to birds | OnSS,  EBI, | Co64 All wintering and migratory birds High- Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor — No potential for cumulative effect
in the vicinity of the | Landfall and Medium Negligible have been identified for this effect | Negligible
Onshore Onshore ECC | Co77 above and beyond the embedded
Development Area. mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co79 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Disturbance to birds | OnSS,  EBI, | Co64 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
in the vicinity of the | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
Onshore Onshore ECC | Co77 above and beyond the embedded
Development Area. mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Co79 Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Direct impacts | OnSS, EBI, | Co64 Breeding birds Low Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation measures | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
(killing/injury) to | Landfall and have been identified for this effect
nesting birds. Onshore ECC | Co77 above and beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology as
it was concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
ER.B.3.20 Summary of Impacts and Mitigations Page 7/55
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20.2.3 Terrestrial Ecology and Nature Conservation

Table 20-3 Summary of Terrestrial Ecology and Nature Conservation Impacts and Mitigation

Project Activityand | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
~ o g Additional Mitigation g g 2 _ o g Additional Mitigation g g 2
5 Pz 38|88 |2 |3 |83 RE
& 3 s 3 %5 Eas| ac | & s 3 %5 a3k
Terrestrial Ecology and Nature Conservation
Construction
Habitat loss OnSS, EBI, | None Required Rora Moss SSSI/LNCS High Negligible Minor / Not | No additional mitigation | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC the  Nationa | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Habitat loss OnSS, EBI, | None Required Strathbeg to Rattray LNCS Medium Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC the Regional | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Habitat loss OnSs, EBI, | Co60 Rattray Head to Peterhead LNCS Medium | Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC | Co62 the Regiona | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
Cob4 mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Cob7 Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
Co71 concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Page 8/55
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Project Activityand | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
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Habitat loss onss, EBI, | Co48 Sand dune habitats Medium Low Minor / Not | No additional  mitigation | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC the Regiond | for this effect above and
Level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Habitat loss OnSS, EBI, | Co60 Common and soprano pipistrelle Low Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC | Co62 Daubenton’s bat the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Cob4 Badger mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestria
Cob7 Otter Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
Co71 concluded that the effect was
o85S Not Significant
Reduction in habitat | OnSS, EBI, | Co60 Common and Pipistrelle Bats Low Negligible Negligible/ Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
use due to | Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
disturbance Onshore ECC | Co62 Daubenton’s bats the Local level. | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Cob4 Badger mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Cob7 Otter Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
cot concluded that the effect was
Co85 Not Significant
Physical injury /| OnSS, EBI, | Co60 Common and Pipistrelle Bats Low Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
fatality Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC | Co62 Daubenton’s bats the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
Page 9/55
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Project Activityand | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
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Co67 Badger Not Significant | ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
at the Local | Ecology and Nature
Otter level Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant | Not Significant
at the Locd
level
Not Significant
at the Locd
level
Operation and Maintenance
Indirect disturbance | OnSS, EBl and | None Required Rora Moss SSSI/LNCS High Negligible Minor / Not | No additional mitigation | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
to habitats Onshore ECC Significant at | measures have been identified
the National | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Indirect disturbance | OnSS, EBl and | None Required Strathbeg to Rattray LNCS Medium Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
to habitats Onshore ECC Significant at | measures have been identified
the Regional | for this effect above and
Level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Indirect disturbance | Landfall None Required Sand dune habitats Medium | Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
to habitats Significant at | measures have been identified
Rattray and Peterhead LNCS the Regiona | for this effect above and
Level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Page 10/55

ER.B.3.20 Summary of Impacts and Mitigations



Salamander Offshore Wind Farm Onshore EIA Report

Powered by @rsted and

. SALAMANDER  shavacs e
August 2024 ™)
Project Activityand | Project Embedded Mitigation Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Aspect
@ Additional Mitigation @ P @ Additional Mitigation o o @
5 ‘g § § s = § ks § g g é’ § ° ® g § E’
o @ S » o € &% o » £ ) b= » o & » £
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Disturbance OnSS, EBl and | None Required Common and soprano pipistrelle bats | Low Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Onshore ECC Significant at | measures have been identified
Injury Daubenton’s bats the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Fatality mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Disturbance OnSS, EBI and None Required Badger Low Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Onshore ECC Significant at | measures have been identified
Injury Otter the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Fatality mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Disturbance  and | OnSS, EBI Co85 Common and soprano pipistrelle bats | Low Negligible Negligible /Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
displacement of Significant at | measures have been identified
protected species Daubenton’s bats the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Badger mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Decommissioning
Habitat loss OnSS, EBIl, | None Required Rora Moss SSSI/LNCS High Negligible Minor / Not | No additional  mitigation | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC for this effect above and
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the National | beyond the embedded
level mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Habitat loss onSs, EBI, | None Required Strathbeg to Rattray LNCS Medium | Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC the Regiond | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Habitat loss OnSS, EBI, | Co62 Rattray Head to Peterhead LNCS Medium Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC | Cob64 the Regiona | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
Cob7 mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Co79 Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Habitat loss onss, EBI, | None Required Sand dune habitats Medium | Negligible Negligible /Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC the Regiond | for this effect above and
level beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
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Habitat loss onss, EBI, | Co62 Common and soprano pipistrelle Low Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC | Co64 Daubenton’s bat the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Cob7 Badger mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Co79 Otter Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Reduction in habitat | OnSS, EBI, | Co62 Common and Pipistrelle Bats Low Negligible Negligible/ Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
use due to | Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
disturbance Onshore ECC | Cob64 Daubenton’s bats the Local level. | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Cob7 Badger mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestria
Co79 Otter Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Physical injury /| OnSS, EBI, | Co62 Common and Pipistrelle Bats Low Negligible Negligible / Not | No  additional mitigation | Negligible No potential for cumulative effect
fatality Landfall and Significant at | measures have been identified
Onshore ECC | Co67 Daubenton’s bats the Local level | for this effect above and
beyond the embedded
Co79 Badger Not Significant | mitigation listed in Volume
at the Local | ER.B.3, Chapter 9: Terrestrid
Otter level Ecology and Nature
Conservation as it was
Not Significant | .;ncluded that the effect was
at the loc | not significant
level
Not Significant
at the Local
level
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20.2.4 Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

Table 20-4 Summary of Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage Impacts and Mitigation
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Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage
Construction
Direct (physical) | Landfall Co48 NK14NW0084 NK14NW0081 NK14NWO0082 | Medium Slight Minor? No additional mitigation measures | Minor Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
impacts associated NK14NWO0080 have been identified for this effect
with construction Co68 above and beyond the embedded
of Onshore ECC, mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
OnSS and EBI, Co69 Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
Landfall and Cultural Heritage as it was
concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Landfall, Unknown below ground non-designated | Medium Slight Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor
Onshore  ECC, assets or lower have been identified for this effect
OnSS and EBI (Based on above and beyond the embedded
available mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
baseline Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
informati and Cultural Heritage as it was
on) concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Direct (physica) | Landfall, Co69 LB16388: Balmoor Bridge Medium | Negligible Minor / No additional mitigation measures | Minor/ Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
impacts associated | Onshore ECC, Negligible have been identified for this effect Negligible
with construction | OnSS and EBI above and beyond the embedded
traffic mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage as it was
concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Indirect (physical) | Onshore ECC,| Co68 NK14NW0084 NK14NW0081 NK14NW0082 | Medium Slight Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
impacts associated | Landfall Cots NK14NWO0080 have been identified for this effect
0

with construction

above and beyond the embedded
mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology

1 As referenced in Section 10.11.2.14 of Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage, should these assets be avoided, then the significance of effect would be reduced to Negligible.
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of Onshore ECC and and Cultural Heritage as it was
Landfall concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Operation and Maintenance
Indirect (physical) | Onshore ECC Co68 NK14NW0084 NK14NW0081 NK14NWO0082 | Medium Slight Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
impacts associated NK14NWO0080 have been identified for this effect
with Onshore ECC above and beyond the embedded
mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage as it was
concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Setting impacts Landfall, Co76 SM5622 St Fergus old parish church High Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor High Negligible | Minor No additional | Minor
Onshore  ECC, have been identified for this effect mitigation measures
OnSS and EBI above and beyond the embedded have been identified
mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3, for this effect above
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology and beyond the
and Cultural Heritage as it was embedded mitigation
concluded thatthe effect was Not listed in Volume
Significant ER.B.3, Chapter 10:
Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage
as it was concluded
that the effect was
Not Significant
LB16536 Old Churchyard of St. Fergus, | Medium Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor Medium | Negligible | Minor No additional | Minor
excluding Scheduled Monument No 5622 ‘St have been identified for this effect mitigation measures
Fergus’s Church, old parish church’, St. Fergus above and beyond the embedded have been identified
Links, Peterhead mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3, for this effect above
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology and beyond the
and Cultural Heritage as it was embedded mitigation
concluded thatthe effect was Not listed in Volume
Significant ER.B.3, Chapter 10:
Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage
as it was concluded
that the effect was
Not Significant
ER.B.3.20 Summary of Impacts and Mitigations Page 15/55
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SM3259 Castle Hill Motte High Negligible Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor High Negligible | Minor No additional | Minor
have been identified for this effect mitigation measures
above and beyond the embedded have been identified
mitigation listed in Volume ER.B3, for this effect above
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology and beyond the
and Cultural Heritage as it was embedded mitigation
concluded thatthe effect was Not listed in Volume
Significant ER.B.3, Chapter 10:
Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage
as it was concluded
that the effect was
Not Significant
SM98, SM2496, SM11315, SM3999 High to | Negligible/No | Negligible / | No additional mitigation measures | Negligible/ Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
Low ne None have been identified for thiseflect | None
CA425, CA426 above and beyond the embedded
mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
LB18976, LB19799, LB39847 Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage as it was
concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Decommissioning
Direct (physical) | Landfall, Co69 LB16388: Balmoor Bridge Medium | Slight Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
impacts associated | Onshore ECC, have been identified for this effect
with OnSS and EBI above and beyond the embedded
decommissioning mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
traffic Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage as it was
concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
Indirect (physical) | Onshore ECC, | Co68 NK14NW0084 NK14NW0081 NK14NW0082 | Medium | Slight Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor Potential for cumulative interaction is very low, therefore not considered further.
impacts associated | Landfall NK14NWO0080 have been identified for this effect

with Onshore ECC
and Landfall

above and beyond the embedded
mitigationlisted in Volume ER.B3,
Chapter 10: Onshore Archaeology
and Cultural Heritage as it was
concluded thatthe effect was Not
Significant
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Table 20-5 Summary of Terrestrial Air Quality Impacts and Mitigation
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Terrestrial Air Quality
Construction and Decommissioning
Earthworks OnSS, EBland | Co60 Linksfield Cottage High Small Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
ma
(includes Onshore ECC, have been identified for this effect
movement of | Landfall Co70 above and beyond the embedded
heavy  earth Drumlinnie High Small Minor mitigationlistedin Volume ER.B.3, | Minor
moving vehicles Co72 Chapter 11: Terrestrial Air Quality
on unpaved as it was concludedthat the effect
surfaces) Peterhead Golf Club Low Small Negligible was Not Significant Negligible
Scotstown Beach Low Small Negligible Negligible
Rattray Head to Peterhead LNCS Low Small Negligible Negligible
Construction OnSS, EBland | Co60 Linksfield Cottage High Small Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
Onshore ECC, have been identified for this effect
Landfall Co70 above and beyond the embedded
Drumlinnie High Small Minor mitigationlistedin Volume ER.B.3, | Minor
Co72 Chapter 11: Terrestrial Air Quality
as it was concludedthat the effect
Peterhead Golf Club Low Small Negligible was Not Significant Negligible
Scotstown Beach Low Small Negligible Negligible
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Rattray Head to Peterhead LNCS Low Small Negligible Negligible
Trackout OnSS, EBland | Co72 Linksfield Cottage High Small Minor No additional mitigation measures | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
Onshore ECC, have been identified for this effect
Landfall above and beyond the embedded
Drumlinnie High Small Minor mitigationlistedin Volume ER.B.3, | Minor
Chapter 11: Terrestrial Air Quality
as it was concludedthat the effect
Peterhead Golf Club Low Small Negligible was Not Significant Negligible
Scotstown Beach Low Small Negligible Negligible
Rattray Head to Peterhead LNCS Low Small Negligible Negligible
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20.2.6 Landscape and Visual Amenity

Table 20-6 Summary of Landscape and Visual Amenity Impacts and Mitigation
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Landscape and Visual Amenity
Construction and Decommissioning
Temporary Onshore ECC, | Co64 Agricultural Land Medium Low Moderate/ minor | None Moderate/ minor || Not Significant No potential for temporary significant cumulative effects
changes to | Landfall, OnSS
physical and EBI Co52
landscape
elements during
construction
and Co64 Dune Grassland High High None No potential for temporary significant cumulative effects
decommissioni (within landfall compound
ng of the Co78 and onshore ECC)
Onshore
Development. Cos2 Ii
Co64 Woodland High High None No potential for temporary significant cumulative effects
(within landfall compound,
Co78 0OnSS and EBI)
Co52
Temporary Onshore ECC, | Co71 Beaches, Dunes and Links | Medium-high Medium-high None High Medium  (within
changes to | Landfall, OnSS LCT (12) (within and immediately and immediately
landscape and EBI Co52 adjacent to the landfall adjacent to the
character compound, onshore ECC landfall
during and OnSS and EBI) compound,
construction onshore ECC and
and OnSS/EBI)
decommissioni
ng of the Low on wider areas of LCT | Moderate/minor Moderate/minor | Not Significant High Medium-low on | Moderate None Moderate Not
Onshore to minor to minor in wider areas of wider areas of LCT Significant

Development.

in wider areas of
LCT (beyond 1.5
km from Onshore

Development)

in wider areas of
LCT (beyond 1.5
km from Onshore

Development)

LCT (beyond 1.5
km from Onshore

Development)

(beyond 1.5 km
from Onshore

Development).

2 The landscape and visual amenity assessment assesses the maximum project design envelope. It is evident from the viewpoint photomontages at year 15, that the screening influence of the Indicative Landscaping Strategy planting is more effective at
screening the indicative 3D model of the OnSS and EBI. Therefore, it is anticipated that the final detailed design and layout of the OnSS and EBI is likely to be better screened by the proposed planting and the impacts are likely to be reduced.
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Co71 Coastal Agricultural Plain— | Medium-low Medium Moderate/minor | None Moderate/minor | Not Significant No potential for significant cumulative effects
Aberdeenshire (LCT 17) to minor to minor
Co52
Co71 North East Aberdeenshire | Medium-high Medium-high None High Medium (within None
Coast SLA (within and immediately and immediately
Co52 adjacent to the landfall adjacent to the
compound, onshore ECC landfall
and OnSS and EBI) compound,
onshore ECC and
OnSS/EBI)
Low on wider areas of SLA | Moderate/ Minor Moderate/ Minor || Not Significant High Medium-low on | Moderate None Moderate Not
to minor to minor in wider areas of wider areas of SLA Significant
in wider areas of in wider areas of || LCT (beyond 1.5 (beyond 1.5 km
LCT (beyond 1.5 LCT (beyond 1.5 km from Onshore from Onshore
km from Onshore km from Onshore || Development) Development)
Development) Development)
Operation and Maintenance
Long-term OnSS and EBI | Co76 Beaches, DunesandLlinks— | Medium-high Ranging from medium to None High Medium on the
changes to Aberdeenshire (LCT 12) high on the localised area area immediately
landscape Co71 immediately to the west to the west and
character and south-west on the south-west on the
during Co52 agricultural area around agricultural area

operational and
maintenance of
the  Onshore

Development.

Lunderton and on the
coastal dunes area
immediately to the east
and North East, between
Cuttie Burn, Kirkton Beach
and St

Church/Kirkton Head.

Fergus's

around Lunderton
and on the coastal
dunes area
immediately to
the east and
north-east,

Cuttie
Burn, Kirkton
Beach and St

between

Fergus’s
Church/Kirkton
Head.

ER.B.3.20 Summary of Impacts and Mitigations

Page 20/55

Powered by @rsted and



Salamander Offshore Wind Farm Onshore EIA Report

August 2024

N SALANANDER

Simply Blue Group

Project Activity | Project Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
and Impact Aspect Mitigation
. - g § Ad.d.itio.nal § § é - P § Acfd-itio-nal § § é
g é g E g Mitigation T:,“ E 48- E K é é E E Mitigation ‘_3" E dg E K
25t |5
[~ ) = » o x & o » £ ) = »n o x » o » £
Co76 Beaches, DunesandLlinks— | Medium-high Low on areas around North | Moderate / minor Moderate / minor | Not Significant High Medium-low on | Moderate None Moderate Not
Aberdeenshire (LCT 12) Kirkton and InverquinZeto | on areas around on areas around areas around Significant
Co52 the north and Mains of | North Kirkton and on areas around | North Kirkton and North Kirkton and
Inverugie and Craigewan to | Inverquinzie to North Kirkton and Inverquinzie to Inverquinzie to
the south. the north and Inverquinzie to | the north and the north and
Mains of Inverugie the north and || Mains of Inverugie Mains of Inverugie
and Craigewan to Mains of Inverugie | and Craigewan to and Craigewan to
the south. and Craigewan to || the south. the south.
the south.
Beaches, DunesandLlinks— | Medium-high Negligible on wider areas | Minor Minor Not significant High Negligible on | Moderate/ None Moderate/ | Not
Aberdeenshire (LCT 12) ofthe LCT to the northand on wider areas of wider areasofthe | Minor Minor significant
south at increasing | onwider areas of on wider areas of || the LCT to the LCT to the north
distance along the coast. | the LCT to the the LCT to the north and south and south at
north and south north and south | at increasing increasing
at increasing at increasing distance along the distance along the
distance along the distance along the || coast. coast.
coast. coast.
Co76 Coastal Agricultural Plain— | Medium-low Medium, within theareato | Moderate-minor None Moderate-minor Not Significant No potential for significant cumulative effects
Aberdeenshire (LCT 17) the immediate west of the | within the area to the area to the | the area to the
Co52 0nSS and EBI and around | the  immediate immediate westof | immediate west of
its eastern edges defined | west of the OnSS the OnSS and EBI | the OnSS and EBI
by Bearhill, Hallmoss | and EBlI and and around its | and around its
Castle Hill and north of | around itseastemn eastern edges | eastern edges
Inverugie. edges defined by defined by | defined by
Bearhill, Hallmoss, Bearhill, Bearhill,
Castle Hill and Hallmoss, Castle | Hallmoss, Castle
north of Inverugie. Hill and north of || Hill and north of
Inverugie. Inverugie.
Coastal Agricultural Plain— | Medium-low Negligible, outside the area | Negligible Negligible Not Significant No potential for significant cumulative effects
Aberdeenshire (LCT 17) to the immediate west of | outside the area outside the area | outside the area
the OnSS and EBI to the immediate to the immediate | tothe immediate
west of the OnSS west of the OnSS | west of the OnSS
and EBI and EBI and EBI
Co76 North East Aberdeenshire | Medium-high High on the panoramic None High High, within the None
Coast SLA views along the coast area defined by
Co71 experienced from a coniferous
localised area of accessible forestry, north of
Co52 dunes to the North East of the Onshore
the OnSS and EBI. Development
Area; coastal
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dunes to the east;
the area around
Mains of Inverugie
to low hills in the
south, at Hallmoss
and Castle Hill;
and the SLA's
western
boundary.
Co76 North East Aberdeenshire | Medium-high Negligible on panoramic | Minor on the SLA's Minor on the SLA's | Not significant on | High Low, within the Moderate / Moderate / | Not
Coast SLA views out to seaand views | panoramic views panoramic views | the SLA’s area north of the | minor minor significant
Co71 from  the expansve | out to sea and out to sea and | panoramic views coniferous
beaches views from the views from the | out to sea and forestry to St
Co52 expansive expansive views from the Fergus Gas
beaches beaches expansive Terminal and
beaches along the
coastline south of
the Onshore
Development as
far as Roanheads
in Peterhead
Co76 North East Aberdeenshire | Medium-high Low on its horizontal | Moderate/minor Moderate/minor |/ Not significant on | High Low, within the Moderate / Moderate / | Not
Coast SLA composition, low-lying | on the SLA’s on the SLA’s | the SLA’s area north of the | minor minor significant
Co71 landform; transition from | horizontal horizontal horizontal coniferous
land to sea; and the role of | composition; low- composition; low- | composition; low- forestry to St
Co52 lighthouses as landmark | lying landform; lying  landform; || lying landform; Fergus Gas
features. transition  from transition from | transition from Terminal and
land to sea; and land to sea; and | land to sea; and along the
the role of the role of || the role  of coastline south of
lighthouses as lighthouses as | lighthouses as the Onshore
landmark landmark landmark Development as
features. features. features. far as Roanheads
in Peterhead
Long-term OnSS and EBI | Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 1 | Medium-high No change No Effect None No Effect Not Significant No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
changes to St Fergus
views and visual Co71
amenity during
operation and Co52
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Project Activity | Project Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
and Impact Aspect Mitigation
Additional «n Additional »
N z 2 B ¢ E z 2 B ¢ E
% ; g E g Mitigation S E E E E ; g E 48- Mitigation E E E E E
g a & c & s € o T o a ) € B %2 €S &| S @
] 7] 80 o o 9 o0 Q 00 o o 90 20
[~ ) = » o x & o » £ ) = »n o x » o » £
maintenance of Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 2 | Medium-high Low Moderate/minor Moderate/minor | Not Significant Medium- | Low Moderate/mi | None Moderate/ | Not
the  Onshore A90 Inverquinzie high nor minor Significant
Development. Co71
Co52
Co76 Motorists at Viewpoint 2 | Medium Low Minor Minor Not Significant Medium Low Minor None Minor Not
A90 Inverquinzie, Significant
Co71 Motorists
Co52
Co76 Visitorsto Viewpoint 3 St | High Medium None High Medium-low Moderate None Moderate Not
Fergus Church (Remains) Significant
Co71
Co52
Co76 Visitors to Kirktown High High High Medium
Beach / Walkers on
Co71 footpath at Viewpoint 4
Kirktown Beach Footpath
Co52
Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 5 | Medium-high Medium Moderate Moderate Medium- | Low Moderate/Mi Moderate/ | Not
Bearhill high nor Minor Significant
Co71
Co52
Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 6 | Medium-high Medium-high None No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
A90 Lunderton
Co71
Co52
Co76 Motorists at Viewpoint 6 | Medium Medium-high Moderate None Moderate No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
A90 Lunderton
Co71
Co52
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Project Activity

and Impact

Project

Aspect

Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Mitigation
Additional «n Additional »
N z 2 o ¢ E z 2 o ¢ E
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Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 7 | Medium-high Medium-low Moderate Moderate No potential significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
Hallmoss
Co71
Co52
Co76 Walkers on core Medium-high Low Moderate / minor Moderate / minor | Not Significant No potential significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
path / Golfers on
Co71 Peterhead Golf Course at
Viewpoint 8 Core Path,
Co52 Craigewan
Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 9 | High Negligible Minor None Minor Not Significant No potential significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
Peterhead, Gadle Braes,
Co71
Co52
Co76 Residents at Viewpoint 10 | Medium-high High No potential significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
A90 Lunderton Cottages
Co71
Co52
Co76 Peterhead High Negligible along the Minor None Minor Not Significant No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
northern edge with the
Co71 interior of the town along the along the
observing no change. northern edge, northern edge,
Co52 reducing to no reducing to no
effect within the effect within the
town's interior town's interior
Co76 Formartine and Buchan Medium-high Negligible to no change Minor to no effect Minor to no effect | Not Significant No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
Way
Co71
Co52
Co76 A90 Medium Medium-high, between Medium Medium-high
Hallmoss and Lunderton.
Co71
Co52

Negligible, between Cuttie

Burn and Inverquinzie.

Minor

Minor

Not Significant

No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
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Project Activity | Project Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
and Impact Aspect Mitigation
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between Cuttie between Cuttie
Burn and Burn and
Inverquinzie. Inverquinzie.
No change, north of No effect No effect No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
Inverquinzie and south of
Hallmoss. north of north of
Inverquinzie and Inverquinzie and
south of south of Hallmoss.
Hallmoss.
Co76 Aberdeenshire Coastal Medium-high Medium-high, between High Medium
Trail and North East 250 Hallmoss and Lunderton.
Co71
Co52

Negligible, between Cuttie | Minor Minor No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
Burn and Inverquinzie.

between Cuttie between Cuttie

Burn and Burn and

Inverquinzie Inverquinzie
No change, north of No effect No effect) No potential for significant cumulative effects on the view / visual amenity.
Inverquinzie and south of
Hallmoss. north of north of

Inverquinzie and Inverquinzie and

south of south of Hallmoss.

Hallmoss.
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20.2.7 Traffic and Transport
Table 20-7 Summary of Traffic and Transport Impacts and Mitigation
Project Activityand | Project Aspect | Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Mitigation
o @ Additional Mitigation @ o @ o Additional Mitigation o o @
5 z $ 2. B | §§ z |8 | B, i B
2 = £ g @ ZEL | £« = £ g @ 2EL| €<
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Traffic and Transport
Construction
Severance OnSs, EBI, | Co72 Settlements along | Medium - | Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible Low Low Negligible | None Negligible
Onshore ECC, routes Low measures have been identified
Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant.
Non-motorised OnSs, EBI, | Co72 Road Network Medium - | Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible Low Low Negligible | None Negligible
User Delay and | Onshore ECC, Low measures have been identified
Amenity Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Road User and | OnSS, EBI, | Co72 Road Network Medium - | Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible Medium | Negligible | Negligible | None Negligible
Pedestrian Safety Onshore ECC, Low measures have been identified - Low
Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Fear and | OnSS, EBI, | Co72 Road Network Medium - | Negligible Negligible No additional ~ mitigation | Negligible Low Low Negligible | None Negligible
Intimidation Onshore ECC, Low measures have been identified
Landfall for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
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Project Activity and

Impact

Project Aspect

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor
Sensitivity
Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional Mitigation

Residual
Significance
of Effect

concluded that the effect was

Not Significant

Road Vehicle Driver
and Passenger

Delay

OnSS, EBI,
Onshore ECC,
Landfall

Co72

Road Network Medium - | Negligible

Low

Negligible

No additional mitigation
measures have been identified
for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was

Not Significant

Negligible

Hazardous Loads

OnSS, EBI,
Onshore ECC,
Landfall

Co72

Co73

Road Network Medium — | Negligible

Low

Negligible

No additional mitigation
measures have been identified
for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was

Not Significant

Negligible

Abnormal Load

Vehicles

onSs, EBI,
Onshore ECC,
Landfall

Co72

Co73

Road Network Medium - | Negligible

Low

Negligible

No additional mitigation
measures have been identified
for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was

Not Significant

Negligible

Core Path Network

Onshore ECC,
Landfall

Co72

Non-Motorised Users Low Negligible

Negligible

No additional mitigation
measures have been identified
for this effect above and beyond
the embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 13:
Traffic and Transport as it was
concluded that the effect was

Not Significant

Negligible

Significance

in EIA Terms

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional Mitigation

Residual
Significance
of Effect
Significance
in EIA Terms

Medium

- Low

Negligible

Negligible

None

Negligible

Medium

— Low

Negligible

Negligible

None

Negligible

Medium

- Low

Negligible

Negligible

None

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

None

Negligible
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20.2.8 Onshore Noise and Vibration
Table 20-8 Summary of Onshore Noise and Vibration Impacts and Mitigation
Project Activity and | Project Aspect | Embedded | Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Mitigation
® Additional Mitigation o PR o Additional Mitigation ° P
> ] Q o o £ > ] o Q o £
5 £ E 5 4 s 8§ s§& | 5 E g 3 T8y 8o
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Onshore Noise and Vibration
Construction and Decommissioning
Construction onSs, EBI, | Co60 1. North Kirkton High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible No additional | Negligible
activities affecting | Onshore ECC, measures have been mitigation measures
onshore NSRs and Landfall identified for this effect above have been identified
2. South Kirkton Farm High Negligible Negligible and beyond the embedded | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible for this effect above | Negligible
mitigation listed in Volume and beyond  the
ER.B.3, Chapter 14: Onshore embedded mitigation
3. Drumlinnie and Linksfield Cottage | High Low Minor Noise and Vibration as it was | Minor High Low Minor listed in Volume | Minor
concluded that the effect was ER.B.3, Chapter 14:
Not Significant Onshore Noise and
4. Lunderton Cottage High Negligible Negligible Negligible High Low Minor Vibration as it was | Minor
concluded that the
effect was Not
5. Hallmoss Cottages High Negligible Negligible Negligible High Negligible | Negligible Significant Negligible
6. Hallmoss Farm High Negligible Negligible Negligible High Negligible | Negligible Negligible
7. Torphichen High Negligible Negligible Negligible High Negligible | Negligible Negligible
Peterhead Golf Club Low Negligible to High | Minor @) Minor @) Low Negligible | Minor (@) Minor @)
(transitory) (transitory) | to High
Scotstown Beach Low Negligible to High | Minor () Minor (@) Low Negligible | Minor 1) Minor @)
(transitory) (transitory) | to High
Construction traffic | OnSS, EBI, | Co72 NSRs close to the construction | High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible Assessed in isolation, traffic noise increases are assessed to be Negligible and not significant. Therefore,
on the wider road | Onshore ECC, access route measures have been significant increases in traffic noise in combination with other projects is unlikely.
network and Landfall identified for this effect above
and beyond the embedded
mitigation listed in Volume
ER.B.3, Chapter 14: Onshore
Noise and Vibration as it was
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Project Activity and | Project Aspect | Embedded | Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Impact Mitigation
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concluded that the effect was
Not Significant
Operation and Maintenance
Operation and | OnSS and EBI Co59 1. North Kirkton High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible No additional | Negligible
maintenance noise measures have been mitigation measures
affecting  onshore identified above and beyond have been identified
NSRs 2. South Kirkton Farm High Negligible Negligible the embedded mitigation | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible for this effect above | Negligible
listed in Volume ER.B.3, and beyond  the
Chapter 14: Onshore Noise embedded mitigation
and Vibration as it was listed in  Volume
concluded that the effect was ER.B.3, Chapter 14:
Not Significant. Onshore Noise and
Vibration as it was
concluded that the
effect was Not
Significant
3. Drumlinnie and Linksfield Cottage | High Low Co86 Minor High Low Minor Co86 Minor
4. Lunderton Cottage High Negligible Negligible No additional mitigation | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible No additional | Negligible
measures have been mitigation measures
identified above and beyond have been identified
5. Hallmoss Cottages High Negligible Negligible the embedded mitigation | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible for this effect above | Negligible
listed in Volume ER.B.3, and beyond  the
Chapter 14: Onshore Noise embedded mitigation
6. Hallmoss Farm High Negligible Negligible and Vibration as it was | Negligible High Negligible | Negligible listed in Volume | Negligible
concluded that the effect was ER.B.3, Chapter 14:
Not Significant. Onshore Noise and
7. Torphichen High Negligible Negligible Negligible High Negligible | Negligible Vibration as it was | Negligible
concluded that the
effect was Not
Peterhead Golf Club Low Negligible Negligible Negligible Low Negligible | Negligible Significant Negligible
(transitory) (transitory)
Scotstown Beach Low Negligible Negligible Negligible Low Negligible | Negligible Negligible
(transitory) (transitory)
1) The impact significance has been de-rated due to the low (transitory) sensitivity of the receptor.
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Table 20-9 Summary of Land Use and Other Users Impacts and Mitigation
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Project Activity and Impact

Project Aspect

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional Mitigation

Residual
Significance
of Effect

Significance

in EIA Terms

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional Mitigation

Residual

Significance
of Effect

Significance
in EIA Terms

Land Use and Other Users

Construction and Decommissioning

Temporary loss of agricultural land

OnSS and EBI,
Onshore ECC,
Landfall

Co60

Co64

Co74

Co84

Classification 3.2

Medium

Low

Minor

Classification 4.1

Low

Medium

Minor

Classification 4.2

Low

Low

Negligible

Classification 6.2

Low

Low

Negligible

No additional mitigation
measures have  been
identified for this effect
above and beyond the
embedded mitigation
listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 15: Land Use and
Other Users as it was
concluded that the effect

was Not Significant

Minor

Minor

Negligible

Negligible

Permanentloss of agricultural land

OnSS and EBI

Co60

Co74

Co84

Classification 3.2

Medium

Low

Minor

Classification 4.1

Low

Low

Negligible

Classification 4.2

Low

Low

Negligible

Classification 6.2

Low

No change

None

No additional mitigation
measures have been
identified for this effect
above and beyond the
embedded
listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 15: Land Use and
Other Users as it was
concluded that the effect

mitigation

was Not Significant

Minor

Negligible

Negligible

None

Changes in agricultural activity and

type of land use

OnSS and EBI,
Onshore ECC,
Landfall

Co60

Co65

Co74

Co84

Agricultural land

landowners

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional mitigation
measures have been
identified for this effect
above and beyond the
embedded mitigation
listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 15: Land Use and
Other Users as it was
concluded that the effect

was Not Significant

Negligible

No potential for cumulative effect

No potential for cumulative effect

No potential for cumulative effect
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Project Activity and Impact Project Aspect Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Mitigation
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Operation and Maintenance
Permanentlossofagricultural land | OnSS and EBI Co74 Classification 3.2 Medium Low Minor No additional mitigation | Minor No potential for cumulative effect
measures have been
Co84 identified for this effect
Classification 4.1 Low Low Negligible | above and beyond the | Negligible
embedded mitigation
listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Classification 4.2 Low Low Negligible Chapter 15: Land Use and Negligible
Other Users as it was
concluded that the effect
Classification 6.2 Low No change | None was Not Significant. None
Changes in agricultural activity and | OnSS and EBI Co74 Agricultural land Medium No change | None No additional mitigation | None No potential for cumulative effect
type of land use landowners measures have been
identified for this effect
above and beyond the
embedded mitigation
listed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 15: Land Use and
Other Users as it was
concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
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20.2.10 Socio-economics, Tourism and Recreation

Table 20-10 Summary of Socio-economics, Tourism and Recreation Impacts and Mitigations

e SALAMANDER

Powered by @rsted and
Simply Blue Group

Project Activity and Impact Study Area Project Aspect | Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Mitigation
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Socio-economics, Tourism and Recreation
Construction
Socio-economic impacts: Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | Co57 Residents Low Negligible Negligible | No additional | Negligible Itis currently difficult to accurately measure the cumulative effect of construction on
Buchan Offshore  ECC, Businesses mitigation socio-economic factors. The cumulative significance of effect is notanticipated to be
Employment  during the Landfall, measures have different from the project alone, therefore the assessment concludes that the
construction phase Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | Co57 Low Negligible Negligible | been identified for | Negligible cumulative effect is expected to be Not Significant in EIA terms.
and Aberdeenshire Onshore this effect above
Substation, EBI and beyond the
National: Scotland Co57 Low Negligible Negligible | embedded Negligible
mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
National: UK Co57 Low Negligible Negligible Chapter 16: Socio- Negligible
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not
Significant.
Socio-economic impacts: Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | Co49 Residents Medium Negligible Minor No additiona | Minor
Buchan Offshore  ECC, Businesses Beneficial | mitigation Beneficial
Economic productivity (GVA) Landfall, measures have
duringthe construction phase | Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | Co49 Medium Negligible Minor been identified for | Minor
and Aberdeenshire Onshore Beneficial | this effect above | Beneficial
Substation, EBI and beyond the
National: Scotland Co49 Low Negligible Negligible | embedded Negligible
mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
National: UK Co49 Low Negligible Negligible Chapter 16: Socio- Negligible
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not
Significant.
Wider socio-economic effects: | Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | None Businesses, Medium Negligible Negligible | No additional | Negligible Itis currently difficult to accurately measure the cumulative effect of construction on
Buchan Offshore  ECC, economy mitigation wider socio-economic factors. The cumulative significance of effect is not anticipated
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Project Activity and Impact

Commercial Fisheries

Agriculture

Tourism

Study Area

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Project Aspect

Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Significance

Residual
of Effect

None

None

None

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Socio-cultural effects:

Population change

Neighbourhood:

Buchan

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Co50

Co50

Co50

Co50

Residents /
Salamander Project

workers

High

Negligible

Negligible

High

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Socio-cultural effects:

Demand for housing during the

construction phase

Neighbourhood:

Buchan

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Co50

Co50

Co50

Co50

Residents /
Salamander Project

workers

High

Low

Minor

High

Low

Minor

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism

and Recreation as it

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Significance

in EIA Terms

Additional
Mitigation

Sensitivity
Magnitude
Significance
of Effect

Residual

Significance
Significance
in EIA Terms

to be different from the projectalone, therefore the assessment concludes that the

cumulative effect is expected to be Not Significant in EIA terms.

No potential Significant Cumulative Impacts.
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Project Activity and Impact Study Area Project Aspect

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Residual
Significance
of Effect

was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,

Onshore ECC,

Socio-cultural effects: Neighbourhood:
Buchan

Demand for healthcare during

the construction phase Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire Onshore

Substation, EBI

National: Scotland

National: UK

Co50

Co50

Co50

Co50

Residents /
Salamander Project

workers

High

Negligible

Negligible

High

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Socio-cultural effects: Neighbourhood:
Buchan

Demand for education during

the construction phase Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Co50

Co50

Co50

Co50

Residents /
Salamander Project

workers

High

Negligible

Negligible

High

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Offshore Array,
Offshore  ECC,
Landfall,

Onshore ECC,

Neighbourhood:
Buchan and NE SMR

Recreation and tourism effects:

Visitor access and experience

during the construction phase | Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

None

None

Tourists /

recreational users

Medium

Low

Minor

Medium

Low

Minor

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for

this effect above

Minor

Minor

Significance

in EIA Terms

Additional
Mitigation

Sensitivity
Magnitude
Significance
of Effect

Residual

Significance
Significance
in EIA Terms

Itis currently difficult to accurately measure the cumulative effect of construction on

recreation and tourism. The cumulative significance of effect is not anticipated to be

different from the project alone, therefore the assessment concludes that the

cumulative effect is expected to be Not Significant in EIA terms.
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Project Activity and Impact

Study Area

National: Scotland

National: UK

Project Aspect

Onshore
Substation, EBI

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Significance

Residual
of Effect

None

None

,_
o
2

Negligible

Negligible

Low

Negligible

Negligible

and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Recreation and tourism effects:

Effect on tourist
accommodation during the

construction phase

Neighbourhood:
Buchan and NE SMR

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

None

None

None

None

Tourists /
recreational users /

workers

Medium

Low

Minor
beneficial

Medium

Low

Minor
beneficial

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Minor

beneficial

Minor

beneficial

Negligible

Negligible

Operation and Maintenance

Socio-economic impacts:

Employment  during  the
operation and maintenance

phase

Neighbourhood:

Buchan

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Co57

Co57

Co57

Co57

Residents /

Businesses

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Low

Negligible

Negligible

Low

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it

was concluded that

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Significance

in EIA Terms

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Residual

Significance
Significance
in EIA Terms

No potential Significant Cumulative Impacts.
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the effect was Not
Significant.
Socio-economic impacts: Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | Co49 Residents / | Medium Negligible Negligible | No additional | Negligible
Buchan Offshore ECC, Businesses mitigation
Economic productivity (GVA) Landfall, measures have
during the Operation and | Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | Co49 Medium Negligible Negligible | peen identified for | Negligible
Maintenance phase and Aberdeenshire Onshore this effect above
Substation, EBI and beyond the
National: Scotland Co49 Low Negligible Negligible | embedded Negligible
mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
National: UK Co49 Low Negligible Negligible Chapter 16: Socio- Negligible
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not
Significant.
Wider socio-economic effects: | Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | None Businesses, Negligible Negligible Negligible | No additiona | Negligible
Buchan Offshore  ECC, economy mitigation
Commercial Fisheries Landfall, measures have
Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | None Negligible Negligible Negligible | been identified for | Negligible
Agriculture and Aberdeenshire Onshore this effect above
Substation, EBI and beyond the
Tourism National: Scotland None Negligible Negligible Negligible | embedded Negligible
mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
National: UK None Negligible Negligible Negligible Chapter 16: Socio- Negligible
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not
Significant.
Socio-cultural effects: Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | Co50 Residents / | High Negligible Negligible | No additional | Negligible
Buchan Offshore ECC, Salamander Project mitigation
Population change Landfall, workers measures have
Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | Co50 High Negligible Negligible | been identified for | Negligible
and Aberdeenshire this effect above
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Project Activity and Impact

Study Area

National: Scotland

National: UK

Project Aspect

Onshore
Substation, EBI

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Significance

Residual
of Effect

Co50

Co50

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Socio-cultural effects:

Demand for housing during the
operation and maintenance

phase

Neighbourhood:

Buchan

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Co50

Co50

Co50

Co50

Residents /
Salamander Project

workers

High

Negligible

Negligible

High

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Socio-cultural effects:

Demand for healthcare during
the operation and maintenance

phase

Neighbourhood:

Buchan

Local: Aberdeen City

and Aberdeenshire

National: Scotland

National: UK

Offshore Array,
Offshore ECC,
Landfall,
Onshore ECC,
Onshore
Substation, EBI

Co50

Co50

Co50

Co50

Residents /
Salamander Project

workers

High

Negligible

Negligible

High

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

Medium

Negligible

Negligible

No additional
mitigation

measures have
been identified for
this effect above
and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-

Volume

economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it

was concluded that

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Negligible

Significance

in EIA Terms

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Residual

Significance
Significance
in EIA Terms
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the effect was Not
Significant.
Socio-cultural effects: Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | Co50 Residents / | High Negligible Negligible | No additional | Negligible
Buchan Offshore ECC, Salamander Project mitigation
Demand for schools during the Landfall, workers measures have
operation and maintenance | Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | Co50 High Negligible Negligible | peen identified for | Negligible
phase and Aberdeenshire Onshore this effect above
Substation, EBI and beyond the
National: Scotland Co50 Medium Negligible Negligible | embedded Negligible
mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
National: UK Co50 Medium Negligible Negligible Chapter 16: Socio- Negligible
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not
Significant.
Recreation and tourism effects: | Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | Co76 Tourists / | Medium Negligible Negligible | No additiona | Negligible
Buchan and NE SMR Offshore  ECC, recreational users mitigation
Access and experience during Landfall, measures have
the operation and maintenance | Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | Co76 Medium Negligible Negligible | been identified for | Negligible
phase and Aberdeenshire Onshore this effect above
Substation, EBI and beyond the
National: Scotland Co76 Low Negligible Negligible | embedded Negligible
mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
National: UK Co76 Low Negligible Negligible Chapter 16: Socio- Negligible
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not
Significant.
Recreation and tourism effects: | Neighbourhood: Offshore Array, | None Tourists / | Medium Negligible Negligible | No additional | Negligible
Buchan and NE SMR Offshore ECC, recreational users mitigation
Effects on tourist Landfall, and Salamander measures have
accommodation during the | Local: Aberdeen City | Onshore ECC, | None Project workers Medium Negligible Negligible | been identified for | Negligible
and Aberdeenshire this effect above
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Project Activity and Impact Study Area

operation and maintenance | National: Scotland

phase

National: UK

Project Aspect

Onshore
Substation, EBI

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Receptor

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Significance

Residual
of Effect

None

None

,_
o
2

Negligible

Negligible

Low

Negligible

Negligible

and beyond the
embedded

mitigation listed in
Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 16: Socio-
economics, Tourism
and Recreation as it
was concluded that
the effect was Not

Significant.

Negligible

Negligible

Significance

in EIA Terms

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Residual

Significance
Significance
in EIA Terms
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20.2.11 Climate Change and Carbon
Table 20-11 Summary of Climate Change and Carbon Impacts and Mitigations
Receptor Project Aspect Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Mitigation
_ o g Additional g g E _ o g Additional Mitigation g g E
2 g 2 3 E g ¢ Mitigation 38 | B2 |3 E gt TS| 8¢
536 3 ] s & % & 5% | &< 3 s & 5 g 55| & £
Climate Change and Carbon
Operation and Maintenance
Assets of the Salamander Project | OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Storms Medium Low Minor: Assets will likely be | No additional | Minor GHG emissions result in impacts on a global scale, such as contributions to climate change, and
Landfall, Onshore exposed to storm events but | mitigation therefore any potential impacts are by their nature cumulative. IEMA guidance (IEMA, 2022)
ECC, Onshore are designed to withstand | measuresrequired supports the principle that a GHG assessment is cumulative in its approach, and there is no
Substation and EBI storm conditions. requirement for additional assessments of individual specific projects.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Extreme Medium Low Minor: Assets will likely be Minor
Landfall, Onshore temperature events exposed to extreme
ECC, Onshore temperature events if/when
Substation and EBI they occur. Extreme weather
could damage assets and
require maintenance activities.
Maintenance activities are
expected to occur across the
lifecycle of the Salamander
Project.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Sea level | Medium Low Minor: Changes to sea Minor
Landfall, Onshore rise/flooding conditions may result in
ECC, Onshore increased wave height, or risk
Substation and EBI of flooding to assets. Scale of
events are expected to be
similar to existing climate
events to  which the
Salamander Project design will
appropriately addresses.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Landslides/unstable | Medium Low Minor: Unstable land may Minor

Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

ground in coastal

areas

impact the viability of asset
infrastructure, particularly in
areas such as the export cable

landfall. However, Salamander
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Receptor Project Aspect Embedded Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
Mitigation
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Project design will consider
extensively the suitability of
ground conditions.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Changes to Medium Negligible | Negligible: Changing Negligible
Landfall, Onshore temperature temperatures over an average
ECC, Onshore (averages) during the Salamander Project
Substation and EBI lifecycle will not change to a
level that will present a risk to
assets, which will be designed
to operate within predicted
temperature averages.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Increased rainfall Medium Negligible | Negligible: Changing rainfall Negligible
Landfall, Onshore averages will not change to a
ECC, Onshore level within the Salamander
Substation and EBI Project lifecycle that will
present a risk to assets, which
will be designed to operate
within  predicted rainfall
averages.
Energy generation OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Storms Medium Low Minor: Changes in wind speeds | No additional | Minor GHG emissions result in impacts on a global scale, such as contributions to climate change, and
Landfall, Onshore and storm likelihood are | mitigation therefore any potential impacts are by their nature cumulative. IEMA guidance (IEMA, 2022)
(Note, this is not an evaluation of | Ecc, Onshore challenging to predictin future | measuresrequired supports the principle that a GHG assessment is cumulative in its approach, and there is no
the project's energy generating | Substation and EBI baselines. However, requirement for additional assessments of individual specific projects.
capacity over its lifecycle in generation of energy through
response to anticipated climate wind power is limited by the
changes, but rather an analysis of automatic cut-out of the WIGs
how energy generation might when excessive wind speeds
respond, i.e. its sensitivity as a are reached.
receptor, to potential extreme
future climatic conditions.) OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Extreme Medium Low Minor: Assets will likely be Minor
Landfall, Onshore temperature events exposed to extreme weather

ECC, Onshore

Substation and EBI

events if/when they occur.

Extreme  weather could

damage assets and require
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maintenance activities, that
will hinder energy generation.
Maintenance activities are
expected to occur across the
lifecycle of the Salamander
Project.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Sea level | Medium Low Minor: Overall changes in sea Minor
Landfall, Onshore rise/flooding level, including changes to
ECC, Onshore wave height or occurrence, are
Substation and EBI not expected to occur on a
scale (across an average) that
will inhibitenergy generation.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Landslides/unstable | Medium Low Minor: Unstable land may Minor
Landfall, Onshore ground in coasta impact the viability of asset
ECC, Onshore areas infrastructure, particularly in
Substation and EBI areas such as the export cable
landfall. However, Salamander
Project design will consider
extensively the suitability of
ground conditions.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Changes to Medium Negligible | Negligible: Changing Negligible
Landfall, Onshore temperature temperatures over an average
ECC, Onshore (averages) will not change to a level within
Substation and EBI the Salamander  Project
lifecycle that will present a risk
to energy generation, as
turbines for the Salamander
Project will be designed to
operate within predicted
temperature averages.
OAA, Offshore ECC, | Co29 Increased rainfall Medium Negligible | Negligible: Changing rainfall Negligible
Landfall, Onshore averages will not change to a
ECC, Onshore level within the Salamander
Substation and EBI Project lifecycle that will
present a risk to energy
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Receptor

Project Aspect

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Climate
Change
Variable

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Significance

Residual
of Effect

generation, as turbines for the
Salamander Project will be
designed to operate within

predicted rainfall averages.

Human health and safety

OAA, Offshore ECC,
Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

Co29

Storms

Medium

Low

Minor: Exposure of workforce
to storm events has the
potential to impact health and
safety of individuals and a
workforce. Therisk of storms is
currently present and
adherence to relevant health
and safety legislations will
manage a safe working
environment, which includes
not working in unsuitable

conditions.

OAA, Offshore ECC,
Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

Co29

Extreme
temperature

events

Medium

Low

Minor: Exposure of workforce
to extreme temperatures,
either summer heatwaves or
freezing  conditions, has
potential to impact health and
safety, including an increased
risk of accidents. The risk of
extreme temperature events is
currently present and
adherence to relevant health
and safety legislations will
manage a safe working
environment, which includes
not working in unsuitable

conditions.

OAA, Offshore ECC,
Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

Co29

Sea level

rise/flooding

Medium

Low

Minor: Sea condition changes
over the lifecycle of the
Salamander Project are not
expected tobe at a level where
significant changes will occur

that will impactthe workforce.

No additional
mitigation

measuresrequired

Minor

Minor

Minor

Significance

in EIA Terms

Additional Mitigation

Sensitivity
Magnitude
Significance

of Effect
Residual

Significance
of Effect

Significance
in EIA Terms

GHG emissions result in impacts on a global scale, such as contributions to climate change, and

therefore any potential impacts are by their nature cumulative. IEMA guidance (IEMA, 2022)

supports the principle that a GHG assessment is cumulative in its approach, and there is no

requirement for additional assessments of individual specific projects.
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Receptor

Project Aspect

Embedded
Mitigation

Assessment of Offshore Development in isolation

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Climate
Change
Variable

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional
Mitigation

Residual
Significance
of Effect

The risk of floods is currently
present and adherence to
relevant health and safety
legislations will manage a safe
working environment, which
includes not working in

unsuitable conditions.

OAA, Offshore ECC,
Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

N/A

Landslides/unstable
ground in coastal

areas

Medium

Low

Minor: The risk of
landslides/unstable ground is
currently present and
adherence to relevant health
and safety legislations will
manage a safe working
environment, which includes
not working in unsuitable
conditions. If future baselines
change, working practices will
be consistently reviewed to

address changing conditions.

OAA, Offshore ECC,
Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

N/A

Changes to
temperature

(averages)

Medium

Negligible

Negligible: Changing
temperature averages will not
change to a level within the
Salamander Project lifecycle
that will present a risk to health
and safety conditions outside
of what is currently expected

for project activities.

OAA, Offshore ECC,
Landfall, Onshore
ECC, Onshore
Substation and EBI

N/A

Increased rainfall

Medium

Negligible

Negligible: Changing rainfall
averages will not change to a
level within the Salamander
Project lifecycle that will
present a risk to health and
safety conditions outside of
what is currently expected for
Salamander Project activities.

Minor

Negligible

Negligible

Significance

in EIA Terms

Sensitivity

Magnitude

Significance
of Effect

Additional Mitigation

Residual

Significance
of Effect

Significance
in EIA Terms
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Group Risk Event | Source and/or Receptor Reasonable worst Embedded Risk Additional Mitigation Risk Residual
pathway(s) consequence if Mitigation Ranking * Ranking Significance
event did occur After of Risk
L)]cl|sS L] C
Construction, Vandalism / | People Potential for injury / | Co76 1 No additional mitigation | 1 Minor
Operation, sabotage / arson fatality to members measures  have been
Maintenance and | leading to fires or of the public i.e. | Co60 identified for this effect
Decommissioning | explosions on site. those causing the above and beyond the
— External and damage Co79 embedded mitigation listed
third party in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
hazards - 18: Major Accidents and
Sabotage / Disasters as it was
Vandalism / Arson concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
Vandalism / | Environment | Potential for | Co76 3 No additional mitigation 3 Minor
sabotage / arson damage to measures have  been
leading to fires or environmental Co60 identified for this effect
explosions on site receptors if above and beyond the
vandalism leads to | €079 embedded mitigation listed
Loss of Containment in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
(LoC) of 18: Major Accidents and
environmentally Disasters as it was
sensitive concluded that the effect
substances. was Not Significant.
Vandalism / | Onshore Vandalism / | Co76 No additional mitigation
sabotage / arson | Development | sabotage / arson measures  have been
leading to fires or | components | leading to fires or | C060 identified for this effect
explosions on site explosions at the above and beyond the
Co79

Onshore

Development could

result in damage
stopping all
operations.

embedded mitigation listed
in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
18: Major Accidents and
Disasters as it was
concluded that the effect

was Not Significant.

Significance
of Effect in
EIA Terms

Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects

Significance of

Effect
IAdditional

Sensitivity
Magnitude

Mitigation

Significance of
Significance in EIA

Residual
Effect

Terms

No potential Significant Cumulative Impacts.
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Group Risk Event | Source and/or Receptor Reasonable worst Embedded Risk Additional Mitigation Risk Residual Significance Cumulative assessment with other relevant projects
pathway(s) consequence if Mitigation Ranking * Ranking Significance | of Effect in
event did occur After of Risk EIA Terms
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Construction, Activity People Localised collapse | Co68 No additional mitigation
Operation, generating including site | could lead to measures  have been
Maintenance and | disturbance / | personnel uncontrolled Co79 identified for this effect
Decommissioning | vibration which movement of plant above and beyond the
— Natural Hazards | could cause and equipment with embedded mitigation listed
— Subsidence / | ground instability the potential to in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
Erosion / collapse / cause injury/ fatality 18: Major Accidents and
settlement to personnel on the Disasters as it was
site concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
Activity Environment | Localised collapse | Co68 3 No additional mitigation
generating could lead to measures  have been
disturbance  / damage to the | Co79 identified for this effect
vibration  which environment and above and beyond the
could cause harm to nearby embedded mitigation listed
ground instability animals. in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
/ collapse / 18: Major Accidents and
settlement Disasters as it was
concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
Activity Onshore A secondary | N/A No additional mitigation
generating Development | consequence could measures  have been
disturbance / | components | be damage to identified for this effect
vibration  which buildings / utilities in above and beyond the
could cause the area which could embedded mitigation listed
ground instability also have negative in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
/ collapse / consequences. 18: Major Accidents and
settlement Disasters as it was
concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
Construction, Explosion, People Any explosion, | Co83 1 No additional mitigation
Operation, electrical including site | electrical measures  have been
Maintenance and | malfunction, or | personnel malfunction or fire | Co72 identified for this effect
Decommissioning | fire at the at the Onshore above and beyond the
— Major Industrial | Onshore Development could Co79 embedded mitigation listed
Accidents Development lead to injury or in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
death of personnel 18: Major Accidents and
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on site or nearby Disasters as it was
locals concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
Explosion, Environment | Any explosion, | Co83 3 No additional mitigation
electrical electrical measures  have been
malfunction, or malfunction or fire | C072 identified for this effect
fire at the at the Onshore above and beyond the
Onshore Development could Co79 embedded mitigation listed
Development result in the loss of in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
components which 18: Major Accidents and
could lead to the Disasters as it was
environment being concluded that the effect
polluted and was Not Significant.
biodiversity being
impacted
Explosion, Onshore Any explosion, | Co83 No additional mitigation
electrical Development | electrical measures  have been
malfunction, or | components | malfunction or fire | C072 identified for this effect
fire at the at the Onshore above and beyond the
Onshore Development could Co79 embedded mitigation listed
Development result in damage in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
stopping all 18: Major Accidents and
operations. Disasters as it was
concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
Operation and | A system failure | People If there is a system | Co83 No additional mitigation
Maintenance - | leading to an | including site | failure that resultsin measures have  been
System Failure electrical fault, | personnel an electrical failure, identified for this effect
explosion or fire | and locals explosionor fire this above and beyond the
could directly result embedded mitigation listed
in injury or death of in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
site personnel 18: Major Accidents and
working on the Disasters as it was
Onshore concluded that the effect
Development as well was Not Significant.
as cause damage to
the components
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that could impact
people.
A system failure | Environment | If there isa system | Co59 No additional mitigation
leading to an failure that results in measures  have been
electrical fault, an electrical failure, identified for this effect
explosion or fire explosion or fire above and beyond the
could result in the embedded mitigation listed
loss of components in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
to the environment 18: Major Accidents and
possibly  polluting Disasters as it was
the habitat and concluded that the effect
impacting the was Not Significant.
biodiversity
A system failure | Onshore If there is a system | Co59 No additional mitigation
leading to an | Development | failure that resultsin measures have  been
electrical fault, | components an electrical failure, identified for this effect
explosion or fire explosionor fire, the above and beyond the
Onshore embedded mitigation listed
Development and in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
other material 18: Major Accidents and
assets could be Disasters as it was
damaged, and concluded that the effect
operations could be was Not Significant.
stopped temporarily
or permanently
Construction — | Onshore activities | Onshore Any Co60 No additional mitigation
Interference / | at the wrong | Development | interference/contac measures  have been
contact with | locations leading | components | t with underground identified for this effect
underground to interference / assets during above and beyond the
assets during | contact with surveys has embedded mitigation listed
onshore underground potential to cause in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter
construction assets and shallow equipment damage 18: Major Accidents and
activities gas and delays in Disasters as it was
operation. concluded that the effect
was Not Significant.
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Construction — | Dropping Onshore Dropping equipment | Co60 3 No additional mitigation 3 Minor
Equipment equipment  on | Development | on underground measures  have been
accidents during | underground components | assets has potentia identified for this effect
onshore assets cause equipment above and beyond the
construction damage and delays embedded mitigation listed
activities in operation. in Volume ER.B.3, Chapter

18: Major Accidents and
Disasters as it was
concluded that the effect

was Not Significant.

* L— Likelihood, C — Consequence and S - Significance
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20.3 Summary of Impacts Assessed Cumulatively with the Offshore Development

203.1.1 The Offshore Developmentcomponents are summarised in Volume ER.B.2, Chapter 4: Project Description.
These Projectaspects have beenconsidered in relation to the impacts assessed within each of the Onshore
EIA Chapters (Volume ER.B.3, Chapters 7 — 18). Sections 20.3.2 to 20.3.10 of this chapter summarise the
result of the Onshore Development cumulatively with the Offshore Development.

20.3.2 Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology

20.3.2.1 The main components of the Offshore Development which have the potential to disturb receptors of
Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology are the Landfall and trenchless installation of the Offshore Export
Cables within the intertidal area. The only potential for cumulative effects is from the trenchless landfall
installation operations, which have been assessed within Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 7: Geology, Hydrology
and Hydrogeology. The implementation of the embedded mitigation measures detailed in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 7: Geology, Hydrology and Hydrogeology will prevent any significant impacts on Geology,
Hydrology and Hydrogeology receptorsin theintertidal area and therefore no significant cumulative effects
with the Offshore Development are anticipated.

20.3.3 Terrestrial Ornithology

203.3.1 The potential for cumulative effects with the Offshore Development will arise in respect of those Intertidal
Ornithology receptors that could be affected by both the Onshore and Offshore Development. In respect of
Offshore and Intertidal Ornithology receptors, this will include species which make use of the coast and
intertidal environment for feeding, roosting, and loafing.

203.3.2 The Offshore Development and Onshore Development are very different developments in terms of their
size, structure, and context which, in turn, affects the extents and magnitude to which their respective
Ornithology Study Areas will be affected. The assessment of the Onshore Development presented in
Volume ER.B.3, Chapter 8: Terrestrial Ornithology concludes that significant effects on Terrestrial
Ornithology will not occur.

20.3.3.3 The Offshore Development during construction will involve up to 660 vessel movements occurring over the
three-year periodand up to 26 vessels will be operating within the Offshore Development Area at any given
time. However, these will primarily be associated with the Offshore Array Area, where the majority of
infrastructureis to be installed. Operations nearthe intertidal zone will be associated with the Offshore ECC
only, including any seabed preparationworks, cable burial, transition between offshore and onshore cable,
and installation of scour protection. The installation of the submarine cables atlandfall will be carried out
using trenchless methods, being the entry pit at the Transition Joint Bay location and the exit pit no closer
than 200 m below MHWS. Therefore, although disturbanceis expected to occur, this will be temporary in
nature, and will cover a limited spatial extent, thus significant effects are not expected to occur.

20.3.3.4 With mitigation measures in place to reduce disturbance, no cumulative impacts with the Offshore
Development are predicted.

20.3.4 Terrestrial Ecology and Nature Conservation

203.4.1 The main components of the Offshore Development which have the potential to disturb receptors of
Terrestrial Ecology and Nature Conservation are limited to the potential for operational effects upon bats
fromthe Offshore Array. Receptors detailed within the impact assessment of this chapter primarily at risk
of interactions with the Offshore Array are bats. This relates to the effects of potential barotrauma and
turbine collision related fatality to migrating bats to the offshore elements of the Salamander Project.

20.3.4.2 It is recognised that there is little known information on the occurrence of migratory bats in the offshore
environment in the North Sea, especially in Scottish regions, and whilst the potential for interaction with
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offshore turbine renewable developments is limited, a feasible risk exists where the potential for migrating
bats exists.

20.3.4.3 Three batspeciesrecordedin Scotland are known to migrate within their wider European geographic range;
Leisler’s bat, noctule bat and Nathusius’ pipistrelle. Whilst it is widelyaccepted that Leisler’s bat and noctule
bat are unlikely to migrate across the North Sea, there is evidence that Nathusius’ pipistrelle does migrate
across the southern North Sea.

20.3.4.4 Nathusius’ pipistrelle is known to breed in the UK within a small number of maternity colonies known in
both in England and Northern Ireland. Most records of the species are solitary individuals, and they are not
known to breed in Scotland. In the UK it appears that this small summer breeding population is
supplemented by migratory individuals migrating from Europe during the winter, and therefore the risk to
the speciesin the North Sea from offshore wind turbine developmentis likely to be limited to sites that lie
in the potential migratory pathway between mainland Europe and England.

20.3.4.5 Asnobreeding Nathusius pipistrelles are foundin Scotland, and none of the species known to migrate were
recorded within the desk Study Area, the risk posed to migratory bats by the Offshore Development is
Negligible and cumulative impacts are no greater than those considered for the Onshore Development
alone, which are Not Significant in EIA terms.

20.3.5 Onshore Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

203.5.1 The Assessment of Impacts Cumulatively with the Offshore Development considers the effects of the
Offshore Development cumulatively with the Onshore Development for the Onshore Archaeology and
Cultural Heritage receptors, as well as marine archaeology and cultural heritage receptors in relation to
effects on setting from the Offshore Development.

20.3.5.2 Afulldescription of the setting assessment for the Onshore Development Area can be found within Volume
ER.B.4: Annex 10.3 Setting Assessment (Onshore). This assessmentidentified 12 assets with a potential for
significant effects to cultural significance as a result of changes to their setting generated by the Onshore
Development Area. Of these 12, SM5622 and LB16536, St. Fergus Old Parish Church and Churchyard and
SM3259 Castle Hill Motte were subject to a Minor effect to cultural significance. Of the remaining nine
assets, one (LB19799 Lunderton House) will be subject to a Negligible significance of effect.

203.5.3 Of the assets subject to a Minor or Negligible effect, only assets SM5622, LB16536 and SM3259 take in
coastal views that make a contribution to their setting. As such, only these three assets have the potential
for cumulative effects generated by the combined Setting Impacts of the Onshore Development and
Offshore Array.

203.5.4 Adescription of the setting assessment for the Offshore Array can be found within Offshore EIAR, Volume
ER.A.3, Chapter 12: Marine Archaeology and Cultural Heritage. This assessment concluded that SM5622,
LB16536 and SM3259 would be subject to no or negligible changes to their setting and a no or Negligible
significance of effect.

20.3.5.5 Asno potential significant setting effects as a result of the Offshore Array Area and Onshore Development
were identified, there is therefore no potential for cumulative effects of the Onshore Development with the
Offshore Development.

20.3.6 Terrestrial Air Quality

203.6.1 There are no components of the Offshore Development which have the potential to disturb onshore
receptors of Air Quality as the Offshore Export Cable will be done via trenchless installation. There are no
onshore receptors which will interact with the Offshore Development.
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20.3.6.2 Significance of effectfor the Onshore Development will be Minor or Negligible at worst as the effects will
mostly arise from the dust that will be generated during the installation of the onshore cables, OnSS, and
trackout from construction HDV. Mitigations which will be undertaken are outlined in Volume ER.B.3,
Chapter 11: Terrestrial Air Quality. Therefore, the overall significance of impacts cumulatively with the
offshore development are Minor or Negligible at worst.

20.3.7 Landscape and Visual Amenity

20.3.7.1 Landscape and visual effects arising from the Onshore Development will in some instances affect the same
receptors as the Salamander Offshore Development. These effects are considered as follows with reference
to the SLVIA for the Offshore Development contained within Volume ER.A.3, Chapter 16: Seascape,
Landscape and Visual Amenity of the Offshore EIA Report.

20.3.7.2 The majority of landscape and visual receptors in the LVIA Study Area will not experience cumulative effects
as a resultof the Onshore Development and Offshore Development, since they have either no visibility, or
very limited/distant visibility, of either or both the Onshore Development or the Offshore Development,
and therefore there is limited potential for cumulative effects to occur. This includes the majority of the
inland parts of the SLVIA Study Area that have no visibility of the Offshore Development and therefore
cannot be affected cumulatively. Cumulative effects will only occur onthose receptors close to the Onshore
Development Area and near to the coast, where the construction and operation of the Onshore
Development will occur in areas that may also be susceptible to changes resulting from views of the
Offshore Development outto sea. There is potential for the Onshore Development to resultin cumulative
effects with the Offshore Development from locations where their respective ZTV overlap and this zone is
concentrated near to the coastline in the locality of the Onshore Development Area, between Scotstown
Head in the north and Peterhead in the south.

203.7.3 The seascape /landscape receptors that may be affected cumulatively by both the Onshore Development
and the Offshore Development are the South Inch to Peterhead Coastal Character Area (LCCA 5), which
characterises the closest section of coastline from which the Offshore Development may be visible; together
with the adjoining Beaches, Dunes and Links -Aberdeenshire (LCT 12) and North East Aberdeenshire SLA,
which will hostthe Onshore Development. No significant cumulative effects on coastal (seascape) character
or landscape character as a result of the Onshore Development and Offshore Development are assessed,
due to the small scale, limited visibility and long distance of the Offshore Development from this coastline,
and the presence of similar development within the baseline (Hywind Scotland) and the influence of other
terrestrial energy developments within the coastal character.

20.3.7.4 Thevisualreceptors that may be affected cumulatively by both the Onshore Developmentand the Offshore
Developmentare focused withinthe coastal areain the locality ofthe Onshore Development Area, between
Scotstown Head in the north and Peterhead in the south. These include people visiting Scotstown Head (as
represented by Offshore EIAR Viewpoint6 (Volume ER.A.5 SLVIA Visualisations, Figure 16.19a-h); people
visiting St Fergus Church (remains) as represented by Onshore EIAR Viewpoint 3 (Volume ER.B.5 LVIA
Visualisations, Figure 12-12a-e); people walking on the Kirkton Beach Footpath as represented by Onshore
EIAR Viewpoint 4 (Volume ER.B.5 LVIA Visualisations, Figure 12-13a-e); residents of the Bearhill area as
represented by Onshore EIAR Viewpoint 5 (Volume ER.B.5 LVIA Visualisations, Figure 12-14a-e); people
walking on the core path along the coast between Peterhead and Kirkton head, and playing golf at
Peterhead golf club as represented by Onshore EIAR Viewpoint 8 (Volume ER.B.5 LVIAVisualisations, Figure
12-17a-d); and residents of Peterhead, as represented by Onshore EIAR Viewpoint 9 Peterhead (Volume
ER.B.5 LVIA Visualisations, Figure 12-18a-d). These visual receptors may potentially experience cumulative
effects during, and close to, the construction and operation of the Onshore Development, together with the
construction and operation of the Offshore Development in offshore views. These cumulative effects are
however, assessed as not significant for all viewpoints due to the small scale, limited visibility and long
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distance of the Offshore Development from this coastline, the position of the Offshore Development and
Onshore Developmentin different parts of the views from the coast, the presence of similar development
within the baseline (Hywind Scotland) and the influence of other terrestrial energy developments within
these views. Cumulative visual effects of the Onshore and Offshore Developments together are also limited
in views fromthe north towards Scotstown Head and south towards Craigewan and Peterhead due to the
limited visibility of the Onshore Development, which is largely screened by the intervening coniferous
forestry.

203.7.5 While there is potential for cumulative effects to occur on receptors in the locality of the Onshore
Development Area, the lack of potential significant project alone effects from the Offshore Development
on any of the coastal (seascape), landscape and visual receptors means that any potential additional
cumulative effects are also unlikely to be significant (as an addition to effects arising from the Onshore
Development), given the factors assessed (its small scale, limited visibility and long distance offshore).
Landscape and visual effects arising fromthe Onshore Development will in some instances affect the same
receptors as the Salamander Offshore Development, howeverthese cumulative effects are localisedto the
Onshore Development Area and considered not significant, given the limited contribution of the Offshore
Development to the effects, its limited characterising influence at such long distance offshore and its
separation from the Onshore Development in different sectors of the views.

20.3.8 Traffic and Transport

20.3.8.1 The main components of the Offshore Development which have the potential to disturb receptors of traffic
and transportincludethe transfer of construction workers to port(s) to connect to offshore transfer vessels.
The port(s) for these transfers vessels are unknown but is likely to include Peterhead Harbour.

20.3.8.2 It is acknowledged that a proportion of offshore workers required for the construction of the Offshore
Development will be specialised, notlocal to the area and will also transfer directto the ports via different
routes rather than going to the Onshore Development Area. Therefore, there will be minimal interaction
between the anticipated movements associated with workers for both the Onshore and Offshore
Development and therefore no significant cumulative effects with the Offshore Development are
anticipated during the construction phase.

203.8.3 During the operation and maintenance phase, there will be limited vehicles associated with maintenance
staff accessing the Offshore Development which would not resultin a cumulative effect occurring with
maintenance vehicles travelling to the Onshore Development Area. Therefore, no cumulative effects on
Traffic and Transport are anticipated from the Onshore and Offshore Developments.

20.3.9 Onshore Noise and Vibration

203.9.1 The Offshore EIAR scoped outsources of airborne noise and vibration from the Offshore Development, as
agreed with MD-LOT. It is possible that noise generated by vessels involved in the construction of the
Offshore Development in the nearshore may contribute a small amount to construction noise from the
Onshore Development at Noise Sensitive Receptors (NSRs). However, given the distance from offshore
vessels to the closest NSR (South Kirkton Farm), it is assessed that, compared to construction noise from
the Onshore Development alone, vessels would only increase construction noise at night and by
approximately only 1 dB, to 46 dB Laeq,period, Which would still resultin a noise impact below the BS 5228-1
criteria. This results in a Low magnitude effect on a receptor of High sensitivity, resulting in an effect of
Minor significance. Effects at this level (i.e. below Moderate significance) are considered Not Significant in
EIA terms.

20.3.9.2 Impacts at amenity receptors will remain a High magnitude of impacton the daytime amenity NSRs which
are of Low (transitory) sensitivity. Public rights of way and publicopen spaces are, by their nature, transitory
inuse. Users are therefore unlikely to be significantly affected by construction noise and vibration, although
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some temporary and short term disturbance could be experienced. The significance of this cumulative effect
has therefore been categorised as Minor which is considered Not Significant in EIA terms.

20.3.10 Land Use and Other Users

20.3.10.1 The main components of the Offshore Development which have the potential to disturb receptors of Land
Use and Other Users are the installation of the Offshore Export Cables. However, these works would be
within the intertidal area of the Onshore Development Area, in addition, the landfall is trenchless therefore
located under the foredunes and the beach, and therefore no pathway exists for Offshore Development
activities to cause an impact to land use and other users. Therefore, no significant cumulative effects with
the Offshore Development are anticipated.
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