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Acronyms Abbreviations and defined terms

EIA

Environmental Impact Assessment

EIA Regulations

Town and Country Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment)(Scotland) 2017

ELC EastLothian Council

ER Environment Report

ES Environment Statement

ICOL Inch Cape Offshore Limited

IAQM Institute of Air Quality Management

LVIA Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
OonTW Onshore Transmission Works

pLDP Proposed East Lothian Lo&#velopment Plan

2016

S36 consent

Consent under Section 36 of the Electricity A(
1989

SNH Scottish Natural Heritage

SEPA Scottish Environment Protection Agency

SPA Special Protection Area, part of the Natura 20
series

SSSI Site of Special Scitfic Interest
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1.2

1.3

1.4

Introduction

Inch Cape Offshore Limited (IC@igpose to construct a windfarm off the Angus coast, with
connection to the national grid at Cockenzie, in East Lothldney have previously appliéor

and received consent for both treffshore and onshore works, this proposal being a revision
of the onshore works. ICOLintend to apply to East Lothian Council for the omghelement

of these works, antb Scottish Ministergor consentunder Section 36 of the Electitic Act
1989(Section 36 consentand a Marine Licence for the offshore and intertidal works.

ICOL intends to apply to East Lothian Council for Planning Permission in Principle under the
Town and Country Planning (Scotland) Act 1997 (as amended) for a substatiorgigtectri
cables and associated infrastructure (the Onshore Transmission works (OnTW)). The
application site will be located on the partially restored former Cockenzie Power Station, to
the east of Preston Links. The site extends to an area of approximatbbci@res however,it

is expected that the land take for the substation will be around 3.5 hectare. The existing
Cockenzie substation, which forms the Inch Cape grid connection point, is located to the south
of the proposed application siten the south sid of the B1348.

ICOLmade itsScoping Request to East Loth@ouncil on 13 July 201TCOL state in their
Scoping Requeshat Environmental Impact Assesant (EIA) will be undertaken for the
Onshore Tramaission Works (OnTW) undére Town and Countryl&ning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulat@®s7é Wi KS 9 L ! |, andSadcdrlirglii the2 y & Q 0
Scoping Request has been made under Regulation 17 of those reguld@tiis&coping

Opinion is therefore given under the temof those eguations only. By agreement, the date

for issue of the Scopg Opinion is 5&ptember2017.

ICOLrequested a Scapg Opinion from Scottish Ministeosn 28 April 2017 under The

Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland) Regulationga2000 (
amended) and The Marine Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regu2aioh&s
amended) for Scotland for the Offshore Works to be consented by Scottish MinBte&nsto

the issue of their Scoping Opinion (issued 28 July 2017) both sets ddtiegsiichanged,

being replaced byhe Electricity Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017 and the Marine Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017.The Scoping Opinidir the offshore worksvas therdore issued based on

the transitional provisions of the said Regulatiofise Scoping Opinion Request and the

Scoping Opinion for the offshore element of the projectis availab}e al NAy S { O2Gf | yF
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1.6

1.7

website: http://www.gov.scot/Topics/marine/Licensing/marine/scoping/ICOLRew26d7 .

ICOL state in their Scoping Report (paragraph 17) that it is their intention to construct either
the original offshore windfarm andffshore transmission works, or the revised scheme

subject of the Scoping Opinion requested 28 April 2017, but not both.

The EIA Regulations require that the planning auth@atysulti K S W02y adzZ GF GA 2y
before issuing a Scoping Opinion. These ang adjoining planning authority, where the
development is likely to affect land in their ar@éfe CouncjlCity of Edinburgh Couneihd

Marine Scotland were consultgdScottish Natural Heritage (SNH); Scottish Water (SW);
Scottish Enviroment Prote¢ion Agency (SEPA9nd Histoic Environment Scotland. The

Health and Safetixecutivewas also consulted. Marine Scotland were consulted as a public
body considered likely to have an interest in the proposed development by reason of that
bodies specifienvironmental responsibilities or local or regional competentiesdditional

to being a neighbouring authorityNo other public body was considered likely to have such an
interest and according no other public body was consultedhternally, consultdon was also
carried out withrelevant departments within East Lothian Coun€ibnsultation responses

have beerappended to he Scoping Opinion i These responses, in addition to commenting
on information to be included in the Environment Report, may also contain advice for the
applicant on their views on the acceptability of the scheme, compliance with other regimes or
other matters, and it is therefore recommended that they are read along with tdylof the
Scoping Opinion.

This is the Scoping Opinion adopted by East Lothian Council as to the scope and information to
be provided in support of a proposed application for OnTW as described in the Scoping
Request made by ICOL to ELC on 13 July 2B& EIA regulations do not provide for a fixed
period of time during which the Scoping Opinion remains vafithere is a material change in
circumstances prior to decision on the related application, information not mentioned in the
Scoping Opinion magquire to be included.Theissuing of this @pingOpinionalsodoes not
prevent the planning authority from requesting further informationaalater stage as set out

in Regulation 26.17 (11) of the EIA Regulations

No indication of the likelguccess ban application for planning permission ttie proposed

developments implied in the expression of this opinion.

0
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2.

General Environment Statement (ES) Issues

Onshore/offshore ES

2.1

2.2

2.3

The Inchcape project will broadly comprise two parts. These are the maloodfsvorksto

be consented by Scottish Ministeemd the associated/ancillary onshore wotksbe

consented by ELCThe EU Interpretation line on associated works (2011) (Interpretation line
suggested by the Commission as regards the application aftbee85/337/EEC to

F2a20AF GSRklI yOAttI NE 2Nyl av adrdisSa aLT Ad
linked to the main works, their approval and initiation should be considered as an initiation of
the project. Thus, where the main project réops an EIA, the approval and/or physical

execution of the associated works could only start once the EIA for the whole project (main
FYR aa20AFriSR0O g1 & OFNNASR 2dzid®ée LG Aa GKS
are an integral part of thenain project, which consists of the offshore Inch Cape Wind Farm

and the onshore transmission workiheir approval shuld therefore only be considerashce

the EIA for the whole project is carried out.

In 2014, Scottish Ministers granted Section 36 cahs@ad a Marine Licence for the

construction of an offshore windfarm at Inchcape, and associated Offshore Transmission
Works. An EnvironmeatStatement was submitted along with the applications for the

offshore works which was accepted by Scottish Marsin determining the applications. The
RSPB are taking forward legal proceedings challenging the consent for the offshore works,
which are currently ongoing. ICOL also previously applied to East Lothian Council for Onshore
Transmission works, the sulasiobn being located just to the south of the former Cockenzie

Power Station Coal Store roughly a kilometre south of the location now proposed, and which
received consent in September 2014 (subject to a suspensive condition). This application was
accompanid also by an EnvironmeaitStatement. At the time of consent for the original

OnTW the Environmeat Statement (ES) for the offshore works was complete and publicly
available, with a reference being made within the ES for the OnTW to the offshore ES. ELC
considered this to satisfy the requirement in the Directive and the EIA Regulations at the time
that the Environmerdl Statement should include a description of the whole project and

various environmental effects listed.

The developmenproposed to be appdid for and which is the subject of the Scoping Request

is for the OnTW onlylCOL proposes to submit a separate Environment Report in support of

the offshore works, and a Scoping Opmfor a revised schemieas been issued by Scottish

Ministersin relation to this on 28 July 201However, if the consent for the originadorks is
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found to be valid, ICQbay construct this as the offshore element of the project rather than
the revised schemeA briefdescription of the offshore works is given in sectioB.2.

paragraph 10 and Figure 1.2. The EIA for that scheme is referred to in Section 1.3 paragraph
12, with reference to the Scoping Report for this pafrthe scheme at paragraph 18.

2.4 ICOL proposes in the Scoping Refeettion 1.3.2 paragraph &) coverthe offshore works
through consideration of cumulative impacts between the onshore and offshore works. This is
not considered an acceptable approadine Environmeratl Report should include assessment
of the project as a whole. This includes the offshoeks covered by separate consentée
9{ Ydzald O2yaAraid 2F | & a& Acytidlh Governgiddt CiraDlerQGANA 6t S O
paragraph 76). Information oand assessment difie offshore works shoultherefore be
included

2.5 East Lothian Council hpseviously accepted that provided the EnvironmaiReport
(Statement as it was then known) for the offshore works is up to date and publicly available,
and there is a reference to this information within the onshore Environment Report this would
be accepable. The whole project would have been assessed and information could be easily
accessed by the public, and therefore a decision could be taken on the onshore works. The
information which requires to be provided with regard to the Offshore Works for é¢fresed
scheme has been set out in the Scoping Opinion produced by Scottish Ministers. The
information required for the original scheme has already been provided through the ES for
this part of the scheme, though it may require to be updated if there has lzematerial
change ircircumstanceslf a revised scheme is taken forward, a description of this scheme
and its significant environmental impacts should be available, and a clear link made to this
information within the ER for the onshore works. Assessineeuld be done by use of the
Yw2 OKRIFfS Sy@gSft21L5Qs aaSaaySyid 2F (GKS 62 N&
scheme are not known at this stage. It is likely that much of the assessment work carried out

for the ES of theriginaloffshoreworkswould be relevant for the revised scheme.
Reference to Previous EIA

2.6 ltis noted that the EIA Report for the revised OnTW will be a standalocument which may
reproduce relevant information contained within the previous ES for the previouspopea
OnTW.t is agreed that the baseline data and technical studies undertaken for the previous ES
are likely to remain broadly relevant, though may require supplementing or updating as noted

below.



Embedded Mitigation

2.7 The approach set out in the Sdng Report to embedded mitigation is broadly accepted.
However, where further studies are to be done (such as coastal regime studies) if these show
significant effects, this will require to be reported as additional information to the ER. This also
applieswhere mitigation measures that are not known now are proposed will themselves

have significant effects.
Defining Magnitude and Sensitivity

2.8 Table 4.2 irBection 4.4.3ets out how a combination of magnitude of effect and sensitivity of
receptor will be decribed, ranging from Negligible/Minor to Major. Paragraph 71 of this
section notes that unless otherwise stated, effects that are considered Moderate/Major or

Major (depending on the interaction between sensitivity of the receptor and impact) will be

conh RSNBR aA3yATAOL Yy defined ih Tabkad2l RS Ni-LA- SNGI AAFYE LI CRla A &2
FfGSNIGA2y G2 2yS 2NJY2NB 2F (KS 1S8e& StSySyida

cover loss or alteration which affettie integrity of a key element deature, as well as those
which do not, with both being described as tyate Impact.

29 ¢KSNB A& a2YS LRGOGSYyGAlrft T2N) STFFSOia 6KAOK |
significant. A Low magnitude effect on a highly sensitive receptor could hanmpast as

any shift away from baseline couldotentially) have a significant effect on such a receptor.

NS

¢KS AyOfdzaAzy 2F AYLI OGa oKAOK FFFSOG GKS Ay

impacting on a Moderately sensitive receptor could dlsasignificant. The total loss (High

impact) of a Low sensitivity receptor might also in some circumstances be considered
AAAYATFAOIYyld LYLI OGa GKIFIG NB RSaZONAOSR I a
O2y&aARSNBR | & WL (feryidr justificatiah pravidel as\tFvin@tenfie | y R

are or are not.
Qualifications

2.4 The developer must ensure that the ER is prepared by etenp experts. The ER should be
accompanied by a statement outlining the relevant qualifications and experiertbesd
involved in preparing the study.

2.5 The assessment should be focussed ondigaificantimpacts of the proposal on the
environment. Less attention should be paid to impacts which are not significant, and where

the impact is of little or no signifimce a short paragraph outlining a particular aspect to show
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it that possible relevance has been consatewill be sufficient. To encouradecus on
significant impacts of the proposal the developer is encouraged to submit separately any
information theywish to include in support of the planning application kdtich is not

required for the purposes of the ER.

Administrative issues

2.6 Developers should be aware that on receipt of a planning application, the Council will require
to make the ER available fpublic viewing and also to place it on its website. The ER should
therefore be submitted in a suitable electronic format, preferably as a pdf, as well as in hard
copy. If the ER is less than 10MB it should be submitted as one document. If not, it would be
helpful if it is split into parts of less than 10MB each, with the parts clearly labelled so it is
obvious what each contains. If the ER contains any confidential information, such as the
location of breeding sites of rare birds, this should be submiéie@d separate document and
clearly marked as confidential. The Council must comply with data protection legislation, and
therefore no personal information that the Council is unable to publish should be included in
the ES.

2.7 In any related application fgrglanningconsent, the developer shouldearlystate whether
any part of the ES (such as the mitigation, construction methods, &csfmarh of the
application for consent.

2.8 For the hard copy, diagrams and photographic material should be reproduced at the
appropriate size. It would be appreciated howevaaril large sections of text are presented
on portrait A4 sheetsParagraphs should be numbered.

2.9 The NonTechnical Summary should summarise informationtained within the ES. If the
information on the offshore part of the project is not included within tBR for the OnTW the
Non-Technical Summarshould provide a clear indication of where this information can be
found.

2.10 Scottish Government Plannit@jrcular 1/201¥notes that the NorATechrical summary is
particularly important for ensuring the public can comment fully on the ER. It should set out
the main findings of the EIA report in accessible, plain English. It should be noted that the

average reading age in Scotland is 11 yeasths is an average many people will be below

1 Available atttp://www.gov.scot/Resource/0051/00518122.pdf

2 Scottish Health Council, see
http://www.scottishhealthcouncil.org/patient__public_participation/participation_toolkit/written _informatio
n.aspx#. W 7rxmeWyLg
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3.2.

3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

this level. This proposal is located close to some of the most deprived areas of East Lothian,
including areas within the most deprived 2@¥areas of Scotlandccording to the Scottish
Index of Multiple Deprivaon®; low reading age is linked to social deprivatidiris therefore

particularly important that care is taken over language used in the Neghnical summary.

Description of the development

The EIA regulations requieedescriptiorof the developmentomprising information on the

site, design, size and other relevant features of the development. The description should
include any demolition works required, as well as land use requirements in the construction
and operational phases. The main charaistas of the operation phase of the development
should be set out, including likely maintenance activity, landscaping and lighting. An estimate
of residues and emission should be includ@this should include noise and vibrati@amy
emissions to aidjght, heat, pollutants, electrmagnetic field emissions, including

construction, operationaland as far as possible decommissioning phases.

This description should include information on the offshore element, either within therER

the onshore work®r by reference to a publicly available ES/ER for the offshore wibiks.

FOOSLIiF6fS F2NJ 6KS RSAONARLIIAZ2Y (2 daAaS GKS wwz2
OFasSQ LI NIYSGSNAR 2F (KS LINRLRAlIf® LT iaikS RS&a0

an ES/ER for the offshore element, it should make clear where any part of that description has
beensuperseded If a material change to the description is made later outwith the
RSAONALIGAZ2Y 2NJ LI NI YSGSNB 27F desSwill Beveguddd.RI f S
If there are other changes required as a consequence of or to enable the develo@ment,
description ofthese should also be includgdcluding any grid sengtheningbeyond that

applied for in this proposal

All maps should be baden the Ordnance Surey 1:10,000 scale or greater base mapping to
provide an adequate scalgith which to assess the information.

The expected lifetime of the development siid be included, along with @ecommissioning
Statement.Proposals to discard matalsthat are likely to be classed as waste would be
unacceptable under currentaste management licensing and under waste management
licensing at time of decommissioning if a similar regulatory framework exists at that

time. Further guidance on this mdge found in the documeris it waste- Understanding the

3 Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation, see mappingdptap://simd.scot/2016/
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3.6.

4.2.

5.2.

definition of waste The layout and the general principles for decommissioning must

demonstrate waste minimisation and compliancéhthe above waste regulatory position

SEPA require the following information to be included:

Map showing assessment of all engineering works within and near the water environment
including buffers, details of any flood risk assessnagmnt details of anyelated CAR
applications.

Map showing assessment of all impacts upon groundwater abstractions and buffers.
Schedule of mitigation includinpollution prevention measures

Map of proposed waste water drainage layout.

Map of proposed surface water drainaggdut.

Scottish Water require the following information to be includatl:Scottish Water assets
potentially affected by the development should be identified, with particular attention being
given to access roads and pipe crossings.

Reasonable Alternativ es

The EIA regulations require a description of the reasonable alternatives studied by the
developer, relevant to the proposed project, and its specific characteristics, and an indication
of the main reasons for selecting the chosen option, includingh@enison of environmental
effects. The alternatives should cover any alternatives to the project as a whole, for example
anyother locations within the UK or elsewhetfeat were considered.

The alternatives should also include any alternative locatimmsidered for the OnTW alone,
considering both any alternative locations for connection to the grid, and alternative locations
using the grid connection proposedhis should include a comparison of the environmental
effects.

Baseline

The EIA regulains require a description of the relevant aspects of the current state of the
environment (the baseline scenario) and an outline of its likely evolution without the project,
as far as is reasonably foreseeable using relevant available information antifiscien
knowledge. This is likely to be most usefully included alongside the factors which are likely to
be significantly affected by the developmeiihe Scoping Report states (Section 4.3,
paragraph 63) that due to the industrial/brownfield nature of thige, it is not proposed to
forecast natural changes to the environment without the development.

The EIA regulations do not give exemption from this requirement for industrial sites. The

evolution of the site without the development is part of the baselian idea of what would
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6.2.

6.4.

have happened without the proposal is necessary to fully consider the significance of impacts
of the development. It is appreciated that this exercise cannot deal in certainties and an

amount of speculation will be involved.

Significant effects on the environment

The EIA regulations require that a description of the aspects of the environment likely to be
significantly affected by the development, including, in particular, populab@tiversity,

land, soil (including erosinp compaction, sealing), water, air, climate (includingenhouse

gas emissions, impacts relevant to adaptatjonaterial assets, cultural heritagrecluding
architectural andarchaeologicahspects, and landscape.

The ER should include a deption of the likely significant effects of théevelopment on the
environment resulting from:

the construction and existence of the development including decommissioning

the use of natural resources particular land, soil, water and biodiversity, considerindaa

as possible the sustainable availability of these resources

the emission of pollutants, noise, vibration, light, heat and radiattba creation of

nuisances, and the disposal and recovery of waste

risks to human health, cultural heritage or thevinonment for example due to accidents or
disasters

cumulative effects with other existing or approved projects, taking into account any existing
environmental problemselating to areas of particular environmental importance likely to be
affected or theuse of natural resources

the impact of the project on climator example the nature and magnitude of greenhouse
gas emissiongnd the vulnerability of the project to climate change

the technologies and substances used

The description of the likelygiificant effects should cover the direct effects and any indirect,
secondary, cumulative, transboundary, shtetm, mediumterm and long term, permanent
and temporary, positive and negative effects of the developm&he description should take
into acount the environmental protection objectives established at European Union or
Member State level which are relevant to the project, in particular those relevant to
protection of Natura 2000 sites.

Theparticularaspects of the environment whereis cansideredthere is the potential foa

significanteffect are set out below. The following table showsiéssthat are scoped in and

11



out as relevant to the onshore part of the worH$e table generally follows thebles set out
at the end of mosthaptesin the Scoping Report but is grouped into EIA tofBosne
additional specific matters not included in the Scoping Report tables have been included.
SocieS 02y 2YAO STFFSOGa o/ KIFLIISNI muov | NB AyOf dzRSR
EMF effects@hapter 14) and Noise and vibration (Chapter 10). There are linkages between
topics for example dust, considered under air quality, is linked to health.

TABLE 1: Scoping Issues

EIA issue Scoped| Reason?
in?

Population and human healffsee Air Qualitydr Dust impacts)

Construction Noise Yes Construction noise may be audible at a number of recept

Construction Traffic Yes Potential increase in traffic on local roads due to addition
vehicles during construction

Construction vibration Yes Certain onstruction activities may result in vibration
impacts

Operational sound and Yes Operational sound (including penalties) and operational

cumulative noise traffic, including the effect of cumulative noise

Operational vibration No Significant vibration iselated to construction rather than
operation.

Onshore Substation: Yes Impacts on gpenditure, employment and economic activit

impacts of construction, including from impacts on tourism

operation and
maintenance and
decommissioning,
expenditure, employment
and economic activity, lant
use, public access and
recreation and tourism

Impacts on public access and recreation including on Co
Paths, rights of way, National cycle routes and informal
recreational use of the Green Hills area.

Landfall and Onshe Impacts on expenditure, employment and economic activ
export cable: impacts of includng from impacts on tourisrahould be considered.

. . Yes
COSSUU(.:“O”’ operatlc(;n Impacts on public access and recreation including on Co
Zn ma'r.“ef‘ar?ce an Paths, rights of way, National cycle routes and informal
ecommissioning recreational use of the Green Hills area.

expenditure, employment

and economic activity, lani It is not clear what impact the landfall and expcable in

use, public access and operation (other than their contribution to allowing export

recreation and tourism of the electricity from the project as a whole) would have
given that they are underground and the operational phas
could be scoped out unless extensive disruption from
maintenances envisaged.

Landfall and Onshore Yes It is agreed that given the cable will be underground

export cable corridor: operational effects on access and recreatcan be scoped

impacts of construction,
operation, and

12



maintenance and
decommissioning,
tourism and recreation

2dzi LINPOARSR GKSNB Aa y?2
normal use can continue above the route as envisaged.

Construction and decommissioning could potentially have
effects on recreation and access and although temporary
and these shoulthe briefly considered.

Other than this it is agreed that this can be Scoped out.

Impact due to proximity to
a major hazard site or
major accident hazard
pipeline, or any other
consideration falling within
the remit of the HSE

No

Consultation with HSEods not raise any such issue.

Biodiversity

Permanent Habitat Loss | No The impact of this is not expected to be significant. The
biodiversity value of the habitat of the site is lowhe
evolution of thesite without the proposal ikelya
Cockenzi¢over Stationdecommissioningnd restoration
plan. It is unlikely to develop as a coastal habitat.

Temporary Habitat Yes Construction of the revised OnTW is anticipated to involy,

Disturbarce disturbance to intertidal habitatsThere could be impacig
awider area than the site itself.

Disturbance of wildlife Yes Construction is anticipated to pose a disturbance risk to
some species of the Firth of Forth SPA/Ramsar/SSSI.
There is also the potential for disturbance of marine
mammals.
There is the potenal for disturbance of otters along the
foreshore including barriers to movement.

Killing or injury of locally | No There is limited potential for sensitive wildlife species to

occurring wildlife occur.Protected species are unlikely to occur here, other
than otters which can be covered in Disturbance of Wildli
above. It is unlikely that they will actually be theredagven
if they are the areavill be usedonlyfor passing through.

Pollutionof habitats Yes Construction of the Revised OnTW is anticipdtedose a
risk of pollution to terrestrial and coastal habitats.

Cumulative permanent No This site is unlikely to provide valuable habitat.

habitat loss

CumulativeTemporary Yes Constriction is anticipated to involve disturbance to

Habitat Disturbance

intertidal habitats

Cumulative disturbance o
wildlife

Yes

There anticipated to be disturbance of species associate
with the Firth of Forth SPA/Ramsar/SSSI, and this is likel
accumulate with other sources of disturbance.

13



There are also potentiafffects on marine mammals and
otters.

Cumulative Killing and/or | No AsSWYAT EAYy3 FYRK2N Ay2ada2NE 2
injury of locally occurring

wildlife

Cumulative pollution of Yes Construction is anticipated to pose a potentiak of
habitats pollution to terrestrial and coastal habitats.

Impacts and cumulative | Yes For avoidance of doubt, impacts on Natura 2000 sites

impacts on Natura Sites

including Firth of Forth, Outer Firth of Forth and St Andre
Bay complex should be included.

Land and soil (including erosion, compaction, sealing), Water (Geology and hydrogeology sed

the Scoping Report)

Flooding of the works or | Yes Location close to the coast means that wave and tidal flo
revised application site risk should be assessed in det&isk fromFluvial surface
during construction and ground water should also be included. There is
(fluvial, wave, potentially a culvert running through the site which could
tidal)(construction increase risk.

decommissioningnd

operation)

Surface erosion duto No Risk is low without mitigation, and standardagbpractice
wind or water on construction sis (embedded mitigatiophcan be
(construction expected to be applied and should mitigate this risk.
decommissioningnd

operation)

Congruction de-stabilising | Yes SEPA requests flood defences should be investigated.

sea wall

Disturbance of subsurface
made ground (infilled
colliery waste) possible
demolition rubble/historic
foundations left following
demolition of power
station (constiuction and
decommissioning)

Yes

Potential for effects to site staff, public, subsurface
infrastructure, surface waters (Firth of Forth) and
groundwater.

Residual contaminatiol
from power station (leaks
and spills of
hydrocarbons)(constructio
n and decomnssioning)

Yes

In advance of review of PPC Permit Surrender
documentation it is not possible to assess potential effeci

Destabilisation of coal
mine workings and releast

of gases from coal mine

Yes

Part of the site is in a Coal Authority Referral Area and pg
is covered by their Standing Advice. A Coal Mining Risk
Assessment will therefore be required.

14



workings (construction,
operation and
decommissioning)

Effects of dredging or Yes Means of construction in the inteidal zone are not yet

other works in intettidal defined.

zone on possibly

contaminated sediments

(constuction and

decommissioning)

Impact on subsurface Yes Impact on subsurface infrastructure from aggressive gt

infrastructure and off site conditions.

areas from offsite

contamination (operation)

Impact on offsite areas Yes In advance of review of PPC Permit Surrender

and infrastructure from documentation it is not possible to assess potential effeci

historical contamination

(operation)

Pollution of private water | Maybe | The 2014 scoping did not identify any private water supp

supplies (opeation) and ELC Environmental Health and Protection have mad
comment on this matter. If there are no such supplies
(which can be confirmed with ELC Environmental Health
Protection)there is no need to report on this in the ES.

Cumulative: concurrent Maybe | Consent for the Combined Cycle Gas Power Station on t

groundwater impacts with adjacent site has expiredf the PPC permit is surrendered

an adjacent operational and there is no Scoping Request or application on the

substationg pollution of adjacent site prior to application this can be scoped out.

private water supplies

Cumulative: concurrent Maybe | Consent for the Combined Cycle Gas Power Station on t

groundwater impacts with adjacent site has expired. If the PPC permit is surrendere

an adjacent operational and there is no Scoping Request or application on the

substationc impact from adjacent site prior to application this can be scoped out.

historical contamination

Disposal of waste from Yes The ER should set out how sewage waste from welfare

welfare facilities facilities will be disposed of.

(construction)

Flooding of property off Yes SEPA requires Flood Risk Assessmérith ncludes

site as a consequence of assessment of flood risk elsewhere.

develgment

Air

Disamenity effects Yes Different receptors within 200m therefore assessment

resulting from deposited
Fugitive Dust from
construction and
decommissioning, and
cumulative impacts of the
same

required as petAQM guidance.

15



Health effects due to
release of suspended
particulate matter from
construction and
decommissioning activities
and vehicular movements,
and cumulative impacts of
the same

Yes

Different receptors within 200m therefore assessment
required & per IAQM guidance.

Health effects due to
release of combustion
pollutants from
construction and
decommissioning activitie
and vehicular movements,
and cumulative impacts of
the same

Yes

Different receptors within 200m therefore assessment
required as pr IAQM guidance.

Disamenity or health
effects resulting from
deposited fugitive dust,
combustion or other
airborne pollutants from
operational activities, and
cumulative impacts of the
same

No

No sources of emission identified during operational phag

Climate (including greenhouse gas emissions, impacts relevant to adaptation),

Ct22RAY3 A&

NEt SOl yi

G2 FTRIFLIWA2Yy odzi A& O

Material Assets

Impacts on Scottish Water Yes There are Scottish Water assets on and near iteevehich

assets could be effected. Potential impacts are dirg@oipacts and
impact from vibraton and tree root growth.

Risk from accidental Maybe | The potential consequences of accidental damage to

damage to Scottish Water Scottish Water assets shoudeé considered, and included if

assets this is considered significant.

Roads; impaabf Yes The traffic generated by the constructiofithie works is

construction traffic on exptect to be at a level that warrants assessment to

severance, driver delay, determine residual significant effects.

pedestrian delay,

pedestrian amenity,

accidents and safety and

hazardous loads

Impactof construction Yes The cumulative traffic generated by the construction of th

traffic on severance, drivel
delay, pedestrian delay,
pedestrian amenity,
accidents and safety and
hazardous loads

cumulaively with

revised OnTW and Blindwells development is expected t
at a level that warrants assessment. There may be other
developmerns which should be considered including
housing development at Longniddry South.
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Blindwells and other
housing development in
East Lothian

Impact of abnormal Yes The movement of abnormal indivisible loads will not in

indivisible loads themselves result in any significant environmental effectg
but an assessmemdf the ability to travel along the road
network will be undertaken.

Impact of operational and | No Very low and infrequent traffic flows generatédringthis

maintenance traffic phase would not result in significant effects

Impact of Yes Decommissionings likely to be a long time into the future,

decommissioning tiffic
including cumulative
impact

and its impats are therefore necessarily speculative. The
baseline at that time could be more sensitaed the future
cumulative position uncertain. Assessnt possible now is
therefore limited, howevertishould be recognised that
decommissioning traffic could potentially have a significa
impact, broadly similar to or less than that of construction
Approval of a final decommissioning plan is likely to be
subject to condition, Further Environmental Information
may bemore appropriatelyrequired at that time

Qultural heritage including

architectural and archaeological aspects,

Direct Impacts No The brownfield nature of the site means in situ
archaelogicaland cultural heritage assets are not likely tg
be present.

Setting effects Yes The ZTV submitted with the Scoping Report shows
considerable visibility which has the potential to affect the
setting of cultural heritage receptors.

Setting effects, emulative | Yes The ZTV submitted with the Scoping Report shows
considerable visibility which has the potential to affect the
setting of cultural heritage receptors. There is the potenti
for cumulative impact on any sensitive receptors with oth
consental development in the area.

Landscape

Impacts on local visual Yes There are likely to be a considerable change to baseline

amenity and landscape conditions which could affect many people in their homesg

including the coast and

nearby recreational areas

Landscape and visual Yes The sitels close to both Cockenzie/Port Seton and

impact on residents

Prestonpans and likely to be highly visible to residents gq
about their daily business or from homes.

Impacts on local landscap|
designations

Yes

There ardocally designated landscapes which could be
impacted by the proposal.

Landscape and Visual
Impact on people engagec
in outdoor recreation

Yes

The experience of using John Muir Way, Core Paths and
Rights of way as well as the open space known as thenG
Hills could be affected.
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Population and human health

Noise and Vibration

6.5. The Scoping Report identifies the relevant policy and guidance documintschthe
Noise Impact Asssment should take cognisande addition to the receptors noted in the
Scoping Report, sensitive receptors-Hawthorrbanklocated on the B1348 Edinburdivad
should be considered for impacts.

6.6. Noise from demolition works currently being undertaken on the proposed site shall not be
included in any assessment of the baselingésa climate. Peak noise levelsndkshould
also be considered in any assessment of noise associated with demolition and operational
phases. The assessment should predict internaitohag and nighitime levels within
residential properties of sensitiveceptors associated with both construction and
operational phasesTherefore night time surveys should be undertaken as noted in
paragraph 247.

6.7.{ SOGA2Y mMnodndH WIYOGSRRSR aAdAdalrdArzyQ aitl ddSa
occupiers from the aise of Cockenzie Power Station will be taken into account. This bund
was constructed specifically to avoid noise from Cockenzie Power Station, which use has
now ceased. There would not now therefore appear to be an obligation on the part of its
owner to retain it. The continued existence of the bund should not be relied upon unless
the bund is under control of the applicants and the application includes provision for it to
remain in place.

6.8. The assessment of vibration as set out in the Scoping Repotistastory. There should

be cross references to impacts of vibration on biodiversity and material assets.

Electro -magnetic fields

6.9. It is agreed that electranagnetic fields can be scoped out of population and human health
assessment, provided the maximn magnetic field strength of the proposal is not significantly

greater than that stated in the Scoping Report namely 60uT.

Impact on outdoor recreation

6.10. The Scoping Report covers the main likely impacts on public outdoor access and core paths.

However, piblic access is not confined to the designated core paths in this area, and public
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6.11.

6.12.

NBEONBFGAZ2Y Aa LRLJzZFN Ay (KS 2Ly aLl OS | NBI a
area immediately to the west of the site and impacts on this wider raitreal access should

be fully addressed. The proposed mitigation during construction for the Core Paths and the

John Muir Way is acceptable.

b2dS GKFd GKS GSN¥Ay2ft23& dzaSR Ay LI NI 3INF LK o
LI 6KaQ | NB RS\ AIKYS ([SR/RIzwWST2NY o{ O2aGfl yRUO ! Ol
FNBE fAa0GSR Ay 9lad [20KAFYQa /2NB tliKa tflys
and maps are available here:

http://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/info/379/countryside _and_wildlife/1264/core_pathsd G wA A K &
2F gl &¢ INBE RSaAIyYyFr SR dzy RSNJ GKS / 2dzyGNBEAARS
RSaAdyl GAz2zy G2 aO2 Ngntiddhal ot core$dihs and tightddfwagp L G A &

are taken into consideration during the Scoping study, as both are located in this area
Regarding assessment methodology for access and recreatioag(pph321 of Scoping
Report): In addition to the docunmés listed, consideration should also be given to
T 58aA3yFGSR wAaKGa 2F 2@ o6atdzofAO ! 0O0Saa Ly
Lothian Council, 1994)
1 National Cycle Routes (details on Sustrans website)

9 East Lothian Council Active Travel Improvemean Rturrently in preparation)

Tourism

6.13.

The assessment as outlined in the Scoping Report is acceftablaot clear what the

anticipated effect of the operation of the landfall and export cable would be on this receptor
given that it is underground, @hnit may be possible to scope operation of the landfall and

export cable from the assessmeiithe impact on visitors from access to the coast road should

be included in the assessment as noted. The assessment should refer to key local and national
tourismdocuments:East Lothian tourism

http://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/info/200193/tourism and hospitality/1353/tourism and hos

pitality businesssand National Strategy: available from this website:

http://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/page/nationdtrateqy/
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Biodiversity (flora and fauna)

6.14. Details ofnationally andnternationallyRS & A 3y 6 SR aAdSa OFy 06S TF2dz/R
http://gateway.snh.gov.uk/sitelink/ and oflegislativerequirements at
http://www.snh.gov.uk/docs/A423286.pdf

6.15. The Scoping Report identifies in paragraph 132 that it is anticipated that the most sensitive
ecological/ornithogical features of intesewill be waterbirds associatemith the adjacent
Frith of Forth SPA, Ramasar Site and S88H confirm that much of the survey data collected
for the previous application will remain valid until August 2018. The summary of data validity
provided in Section 6.3.5 of the Scoping Report is acceptasl Scoping report proposes to
carry out revisd habitat and species surveys (sections 6.3.6. and 6.3.7) and this approach is
supported.

6.16. The Conservation (Natural Habitats, &c) Regulations 19@4reded or for reserved
matters, the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 as amepted lag
site lies adjacent to the Firth of Forth and Outer Firth of Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex
SPA. Both of these sitas well as others potentially impacted through impacts on species
which are their qualifying interesthould be considered thrgh the EIA/Habitats Regulations
Appraisal Process. Sufficient information should be provided within the ER to allow the
Council to make assessment under the Habitat Regulations.

6.17. For information, the Habitat Regulations Appraisal of pheposedEast Lotldn Local
Development Plan is available here:

http://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/download/meetings/id/18025/15716 pposed local develo

pment_plan_habitats_regulations _appraisal _hithis appraisal for the pLDP found, in

I 85484848Ay3 G(KS 9D¢wm &AGS 6AGKAY G(GKS L5t GKI

proposal site is part] is adjacent to the coast, there ieptial for an effect on European

ariaSac CKS &aAGS gla AONBSYSR 2dzi 2F KIFI@Aay3a f
O2yaradisSR 2F wStSyYSyida 2F GKS LIy FT2N 6KAOK
location of any effects is uncerta®dzS (12 GKS 3ISYySNIt yIFGdaNBE 2F (K
added to the plan in the form of a policy requirement for appraisal under the Habitats

Regulations to be carried out.
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6.18.

6.19.

The revised site has the potential to have greater impacts on marine mammalshtha

previous location and this should be considered. These may be affected through underwater
noise and disturbance associated with the construction of the proposal and possibly also its
operation. Noise can also affect availability of prey sped@iesmain activities likely to result

in noise or disturbance are piling, blasting, dredging and vessel movements but all potentially
noisy activities should be assessed. There are also potential effects from sediment
mobilisation affecting prey availabilibhny blasting or piling works should be fully described
and assessed.

East Lothian Council commissioned a bird survey to be undertaken to support the pLDP over
the autumn and winter of 2016/7, looking in particular at the qualifying interest species of the
Firth of Forth SPA. This survey includes records of visits to this area. The results of this survey

can be obtained from the ELC Planning Service.

Land and soil (including erosion, compaction, sealing), Water (Geology and

hydrogeology section of the Sco ping Report)

6.20.

=A =_ =4 =4

As well as guidance referred to in the Scoping Report, the following Guidance Documents
should be taken account af

Water Assessment and Drainage Guide, SUDS Working Party (2016)

Sewers for Scotland*Edition, Scottish Water (2015)

Waterfor Scotland 3 Edition, Scottish Water (2015)

General Binding Rules under the Controlled Activities (see The Water Environment (Controlled
Activities) Scotland Regulations (as amended) A Practical Guide, Version 7.2, SEPA (March
2015).

SEPA Pollution &vention Guidancenww.sepa.org.uk/regulations/water/guidance/

Contaminated land

6.21.

The level of assessment put forward in the Scoping report will suitably address any potential

contaminative impact on identified receptors as well as potential ground stability issues.

Protection of the water environment

6.22.

All maps mentioned in this section should be on an OS 1:10000 or greater (more detailed)

base and should include details of all proposedraggd, temporary and permanent site
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6.23.

6.24.

6.25.

infrastructure. This includes all tracks, excavations, buildings, borrow pits, pipelines, cabling,

site compounds, laydown areas, storage areas and any other built elements.

SEPA requires that the scheme must be designeavoid impacts upon the water

environment. Where activities such as engineering works in the water environment cannot be

avoided the ER should include a map showing:

1 All proposed temporary guermanentinfrastructure overlain with all watercourses

1 A huffer of at least 10m drawn around each watercourse. If this buffer cannot be
achieved each breach should be numbered on a plan with an assopiatéographof
the location, dimensions of the watercourse and drawings of what is proposed

1 Detailed layout o&ll proposednitigationincluding all cut off drains and settlement
ponds

Further adviceand best practice gidance are available within the watengineeringsection

of SEPAs websit&suidance on the design of water crossings can be found ionstruction

of River Crossings Good Practice Guiddés map should include details of all proposed

upgraded, temporary andgrmanent site infrastructure. This includes all tracks, excavations,
buildings, borrow pits, pipelines, cabling, site compounds, laydown areas, storage areas and
any other built elements.

If water abstractions of dewatering are proposed, a table of voluamestimings of

groundwater abstractions and related mitigation measures must be provided.

Note that the proposed development may require an authorisation from SEPA under the
Water Environment (Controlled Activities)(Scotland) Regulations 2011 (as amédQaer]).
Details of what SEPA would require to support such an application are included in their

consultation response in Appendix 1 below.

Hydrolog y and Pollution prevention

6.26.

Scottish Wategeneral advice for developmentasnong other thingshat any wtential effect
on the hydrology of the area resulting from the construction and operation of the proposed
development should be assessed and the findimgsentedin the ER. This should include
consideration of natural drainage patterns, base flows/vodymetention/run-off rates and
potential changes to water quantity. Mitigation and proposed monitoring should also be
detailed in the ER. Any potential pollution risk which could affect water quality should be

considered and mitigatiomeasuresmplementedto preventdeteriorationin water quality
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and pollution incidents. This includes sediment-affisoil or peaterosion management of
chemicals and oils &c. This should be considered for all operations at all stages of
development including prand post construction.Mitigation measures to prevent pollution
to watercourses should be outlined in the ER.

6.27. The ER should set out the principles of all proposed pollution prevention and mitigation
measures that are relevant to the proposed site.

6.28. A schedule of iitigation supported by the site specific maps and plans detailed below must be
submitted. These must include reference to best practice pollution prevention and
construction techniques, regulatory requirements, the daily responsibilities of Ecologidal Cler
of Works, how site inspections will be recorded and acted upon and proposals for a planning

monitoring enforcement officer. Please refer to SEPAution prevention quidelines

Drinking Water
6.29. Scottish Watenote that their records show no Scottish Water dringiwater catchments or
water éstraction sources which are designated as Drinking Water Protected Areas under the

Water Framework Directive in the area thatght be affected by the proposed development.

Foul Waste
6.30. SEPA require that the ER contains confirmation (or not) that Scottish Water has confirmed the
acceptability of the discharge of foul waste from welfare facilities for construction and

operation ofthe proposal into the foul water mains.

Scotlands Marine Plan

6.3L.WSTSNBYyOS aK2dzZ R 6S YIRS (2 {O020(ftFyRQa bliAZ2Yy
planning policy in relation to marine renewable energy. The ER should make links to relevant
planning pdicy to establish clear connections between the development proposals and

relevant government planingpolicy aims.
Flooding and groundwater

6.32. Within the siteFEPA Flood Maps have identified surface water and fluvial flood extents. SEPA
believe that the flwial flood extents shown on this map are possibly the result of demolition
of the previous Cockenzie Power Station causing a depression. However, there is a drainage
ditch identified on the OS maps which is south east of the proposed development. THiemay
culverted through the development potentially causing this fluvial flood extent. SEPA will
require that a Flood Risk Assessment (FRA) assesses all sources of flooding including fluvial

and investigation into a potential culvert running through the depehent. We would advise
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6.33.

6.34.

6.35.

b)

that there should be no buildings erected over the culvert to ensure access if maintenance or
repairs to the culvert are required. For information, an approximate 1 in 200 year water level
for the area is 3.96m AOD based on extrestik water level calculations using the Coastal
Flood Boundary Method. This does not take into account the potential effects of wave action,
funnelling or local bathymetry at this location. SEPA also recommend that the applicant
contact the Flood Prevermtn Authority with regard to the appropriate levels of freeboard for
the area.

Refer to Appendix 2 of SEP&snding Advictor advice on flood risk. Watercourse crossings
must be designed to accommodate the 0.5% Annual Exceedance Probability (AEP) flows, or
information provided to justify smaller structures. If it is thought that the development could
result in an increased risk of flooding to a nearby receptor then a Flood Risk Assessment must

be submitted in support of the planning application. Quchnical flood risk guidance for

stakeholdersoutlines the information SEPA require to be submitted as part of a Flood Risk
Assessment.

Groundwater investigations should be updated due to the demolition of the previous power
station. Groundwatelevel data must be acquired for post demolition of the power station.
Excavations and other construction works can disrupt groundwater flow and impact on

existing groundwater abstractions. The submission must include:

A map demonstrating that all exisj groundwater abstractions are outwith a 100m radius of
all excavations shallower than 1m and outwith 250m of all excavations deeper than 1m and
proposed groundwater abstractions. If miesding is to be considered as a mitigation
measure the distance alurvey needs to be extended by the proposed maximum extent of
micro-siting. The survey needs to extend beyond the site boundary where the distances
require it.

If the minimum buffers above cannot be achieved, a detailed site specific qualitative and/or
guantitative risk assessment will be required. We are likely to seek conditions securing

appropriate mitigation for all existing groundwater abstractions affected.

Please refer tasuidance on Assessing the Impacts of Development Proposals on Groundwater

Abstractions and Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial Ecesysfor further advce on the

minimum information SEPv#&quire to be submitted.
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6.36.

6.37.

The East Lothian Council Shoreline Management Plan is available here:

http://ww w.eastlothian.gov.uk/downloads/download/2303/shoreline management plan

which contains information on coastal processes.

Investigation of into any formal and informal coastal defences will also be required and

assessed as part of any Flood Risk Assessidfibod Risk Assessment for this site has

previously been undertaken to support a previous redevelopment proposal for this site. There

has been demolitiossince 2009 and as a result it is important to either update that Flood Risk

Assessment or undertakenew one to determine the current and future risk of flooding at

the application site and the potential impact of the proposed development on the risk of

flooding elsewhereThe detailed Flood Risk Assessment should include the following:

1 Investigationinto the potential culverted watercourse through the site

1 Investigation into all sources of flooding including coastal, fluvial, surface water and
ground water

1 Groundwater levels post demolition of the power station; and

1 Investigation into any coastal fldadefences that may remain on site

Legacy of coal workings

6.38.

6.39.

6.40.

Paragraph 147 of the Scog Repornotes that constraints might include the history of
contamination of the site from past use for coal minifighe Scoping Report notes that a

desktop study othe baseline environment, inclusive of mining, will be conducted and

submitted as part of the EIA reporfThe embedded mitigation includes targeted site
investigationinformationwhich will allow for a detailed design of the proposals to avoid
destabilsation of mine workings.

The eastern art of this site is within a Coal Authority Referral Area. This means area that has
been defined by the Coal Authority as containing potential hazards from former coal mining
activity. These hazards can include: méméries (shafts and adits); shallow coal workings;
geologicafeatures (fissures and break lines) mine gas and previous surface mining sites.
Although such hazards are seldom readily visible, they can often be present and problems can
occur in the futureparticularly as a result of development taking place.

Information outlining how the former mining activities affect the propostedelopment

should be included. A Coal Mining Risk Assessment (CMRA) will be required as part of the ES.
The developer is adwdd to go to the Coal Authority website at

http://coal.decc.gov.uk/en/coal/cms/services/planning/strategylty R £ 221 F2NJ (1 KS
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include site specific information as well as information on how this affects the development
and layout.
6.41. Part of this development proposal lies within an area coveret@it®y ©al AuthoritiesStanding
Advice This aga lies within aformer coal mining area which may contain unrecorded coal
mining related hazards. If any coal mining feature is encountered during development, this
should be reported immediately to the Coal Authority on 0845 762 6848. Property specific
information on past, current and future coal mining activity can be obtained from the Coal

Authorities Property Search Service on 0845 762 6868 wnat.groundstability.com

6.42. Your attention is drawn to thedal Authority policy in relation to new development and mine

entries available atvww.coal.decc.gov.ukPlease note that any intrusive activities which

disturb or enter any coal seams, coal mine workings, ot mirge entries (shafts and adits)
requires the prior written permission of The Coal Authority. Such activities could include site
investigation boreholes, digging of foundations, piling activities, other ground works and any
subsequent treatment of coal mé workings and coal mine entries for ground stability

purposes.
Air Quality

6.43. The proposed methodology for assessment of impacts on local air quality are satisfactory. It is
not anticipated that there will be any significant impacts on air quality dugitiger the
construction or operational phases of the development that could result in breaches of any air
guality objectives. It is possible thathere could be impacts from dust and on health from
particulates. Tere is a significant potential for nuisandust to impact on the amenity of
nearby sensitive receptors.

6.44. As such, it is imperative that a Dust Management Plan be incorporated into any Environmental
Management Plan (CEMP) and that any Dust Management Plan specifies the mitigation
measures to be teen especially in periods of dry and/or windy weather. It is noted that Dust
Management Plan is inaled in the embedded mitigation.

6.45. As with the noise assessment, the consideration of dust should consider the potential for
effects with and without the bunddjacent to haising at Atholl View

6.46. The main impacon air qudity arisesfrom dust through its consequential impact on human

health and amenity, however thislisted in¥ ! theN3oping table above.
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Material assets

Scottish Water assets

6.47. ScottishwWa SNJ y2iS GKSNB A& F mné¢ aGSSt 461 GSNI YIAY
within the site. There is also a 120mm emergency overflow which appears to be just outside
the site boundary. The location of Scottish Water assets (including water supply and sewer
pipes, waer and waste treatment work &cshould be confirmedly obtaining detailed plans
from their Asset Plan providerallScottish Water assets potentially affected by the
development should be identified, with particular consideration being giveactess roads
and pipe crossingsnd impacts on them considered in the. ERis assessment should include
the impact of vibration on the asset, and of tree planting in association with the proposal, as
their assets can be at risk from root growth. Viboaticlose to Scottish Water pipelines or
ancillary apparatus should be managed in accordance with British Standard 2Z%®. The
impact of increased loading on Scottish Water assets and any measures to reduce this should
be included in the ES.

6.48. Risk to Sottish Water assets from accidents and consequential damage to their asskts a
others should be considered.

6.49. Scottish Water state that all thefirocesses, standards and policies in relation to dealing with
asset conflicts must be complied with. See BslotWater response in Appendix 1 for details
of asset plan providers and their expectations for dealing with asset conflicts. Their response
also contains a list of precautions to be taken into account when working near Scottish Water
assets. If the meansf dealing with asset conflicts themselves result in environmental impacts

this should be included within the ER.

Road Network

6.50. Impacts on the road network should be included as described in the Scoping Report. Impacts
on pedestrian delay, accidents,fety and hazardous loads also have links to human health
and cross reference should be included.

6.51. For cumulative assessment, the Scoping Report states that development at Blindwells will be
considered. Other sites especially those within the proposed IEdktan Local Development
Plan should also be considered for their potential for cumulative impact. East Lothian Council
has commissioned traffic modelling in relation to §hieDP This information may help with
understanding the impacts of constructioraffic from the proposal. For further information

contact East Lothian Council Transportation.
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Cultural Heritage

National Importance
6.52. Historic Environment Scotland are content that impacts on their historic

environment interests are not likely to be sifjoant. Their interests are World Heritage
Sites, Scheduled Monuments and their settings, category A listed buildings and their
settings, Inventory Gardens and Designed Landscapes, Inventory battlefields and Historic
Marine Protected Areas. Although a divizart of the development boundary lies within the
Battle of Prestonpans inventory site, due to the scale of the area and its location on the
battlefield, any impacts on the overall designated area are not likely to be significant on the

national interestin this site.

Local importance

6.53. Paragraph 235 sets out the method for identifying cultural heritage assets that could be
FFFSOGSR Ay tAYyS gAGK dalyl3Ay3a /KFy3aS Ay GKS
supported. The approach is to identify theltural heritage assets that might be affected, and
define the setting of each asset (where they are considered to have one). Due to the
brownfield nature of the site, it is considered that direct effects are unlikely, though this
should be checked agathe Historic Environment Record held by East Lothian Councils
archaeology service.

6.54. For setting effects, a ZTV should be supplied overlain with the locations of cultural heritage
assets including listed buildings, scheduledomnents, Conservation Areasrom this, those
which may be affecte due to views of or tthem can be identifiedt A Sga Wi KNRddAKQ |
receptor should also be considered, which may be more challenging as it may involve
consideration of receptors which do not have visibility of the depment (and so are not
included on the ZTV overlay) but are seen in context with it from other key viewpoints.

6.55. Receptors that should be considered include Cockenzie Conservation Area, and listed buildings
within it, including Cockenzie Harbour.

6.56. Thereis the potential for cumulative impact with other development on culturalitage
receptorsfor which the view from them is importamcluding those on higher ground@his
should be considered through assessment of the individual receptors and shoué not

scoped out without identificatioof thosereceptorsandtheir culturd heritage qualities
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Landscape

6.57. SNH comment that the site is visually prominent and is in a key location between the
Prestonpans and Cockenzie communities. There is the potémtitdie development to have
impactson the local amenity of existing open spaces and also accessible points on the coastal
fringes and from the Edinburgh Road. In order to reduce the impacts, the sitindeaigh
approach for the proposed infrastructurimcluding its various buildings should be strongly
design led and informed by careful landscape and visual assessment and consideration of
placemakingThedesign relationship of building proposals to existing and surrounding built
form and the sequentiaéxperience along thedinburgh Road should be carefully considered
The EIA should addred® scale, massing and principles of external treatment of the
buildings, and these matters should be clearly communicated in sufficient detail in submitted
drawingsand supporting visualisationd.design statement document outlining these matters
should support any application.

6.58. SNH advise that the slow growth rate of existing trees and woodlands on and around the site
means a realistic view will have to be takerthad role of woodland planting for landscape
mitigation. Detailed specifications for its establishment and long terms manageshentd
be put forward in the ERit is to be relied upon for mitigation.

6.59. LVIA should address integration of the proposal thivlandscape and screening of the built
form, especially from the west, including views from closer publicespand from along the
coastal edge of Prestonpans. There are also sensitive views from the John Muir Way. Although
there is potential for usinthe mounding on Preston Links and to the east to integrate or
screen the built form, tls cannot be relied upon where it is not in the control of the applicant.

6.60. If any offsite mitigation is to be included through enhancement or modification of
surrounding landforms or planting of nearby open spaces, this should be shown in the ER. The
ER should show how the proposal addresses the importance of maintaining the amenity of the
informal open space at Preston Links.

6.61. Thesitesd f 20l G SR Ay &ISY POMBIKK t NSLASI 20/d.dizya [/ 21 adé
RSTAYSR o0& (KS ! aK mMdpdpy aiddzReée 06{ kgthe ORI A ZaA2Y
1998). There are a handful of mature éseand shrubs growing within dron the southern
roadside boundary of the sitd.he landscape setting is open an exposed coastal area with
views across the Firth of Forth to Arthurs SedEdinburghand the Forth bridges. There are
good views across the site to €kenzie Harbour. The JohruMWay is agjcent to the

northern bounday of the site. This site has a coastal setting, with vidwsn the adjacent
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6.62.

6.63.

6.64.

6.65.

Special Landscape Area, Cockenzigss@wation Area and core paths, which could potentially

be impacted by development.

East Lothian proposed Local Development Plan 2016 intlpdgosed designation of Special
Landscape Areas to replace Areas of Great Landscape Value. Further information on this
proposed designation can be found in Technical Note 9 and appendices, available by following
the links from here:

http://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/meetings/meeting/5986/members library service

The proposed Special Landscape Areas should be included in the Landscape and Visual Impact
AssessmentLVIApf the proposal. The pLC#Pso includeslesignation of areas of Countryside
Around Town. Further information &yvailable inTechnical Note 8, which can also be found
following the link above.

LVIA should inae assessment of impacts @&pecial LandscapAreas and proposed

Countryside Around Towns areas within 5km of the site. The assessment should include a full
topographical analysis survey of the site showing contours, spot heights at nhdess5m
intervals, boundary features such as the coadbte tide mark, the jetty and the mounds to

the west and east of the site. The topographical survey should include adjacent areas, the
extent of which should be discussed with the Council. Existing and proposed contours should
be labelled, and the landscagharacter areas and Special Landscape Areas clearly identified
with a colour coded key. A north/south and east/west cross section of the site is required,
clearly showing the existing ground and proposed grogwdlsand how the proposed
development wil related to the adjacent landscape setting.

It is noted and agreed that the LVIA will be carried out according to the Landscape

LYyadAiddziSkL9a! 3Idzh RIAddiSon.d DdzA RSt Ay Sa F2NJ [ £L! €

A full level survey and proposed finished level plan must baded to enable an accurate

ZTV of the proposed development. A ZTV should be provided on a 1:25000 base map, using
the upto date version of the OS TerrainDigital Terrain Model data, with local features such
as tree belts, woodland and built form modallan sufficiently to produce a screening ZTV

map. This should be provided to 5km from the site centre, and be presented on an AO sheet
at 1:25000scale with photomontages on a minimum A3 fold out format. ZTVI information
should provided for the existingte and for the highest roof ridge of the proposed buildings
contained within the development. The legend should include the finished floor level and
proposed roof ridge height upon which the ZTVI has been basedprovision of further

photomontages shdd be agreed with the Council once the ZTVI information has been
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produced. The ZTVI information should be submitted in shapefile format (.shp file extension)

as well as in hard copy.

Viewpoints

6.66. All viewpoints must be shown in a schedule including thepa@nt number, 6 figure grid
reference and location address. This information should be shown on the ZTVI plan. Each
photomontage should included a view direction arrow shown on a clearly legible site location
map in the corner of the sheet.

6.67. Photomontageshould accurately illustrate the proposed development, and locations should
be chosen to avoid the development being obscured by existing or proposed landscape.
Viewcone at 50cm viewing distance, 45 degree viewcone for some of the photomontages
where theproposed development is difficult to see due to distance may be required. Birds eye
views and longitudinal cross sections are a preferred format for showing the details of any
proposed landscaping. Details of how photomontagegehaeen prepared should hgrovided
in the methodology statement. This information should include details of computer software
used, photographic details, terraiiata used and modelling methodology. Any limitations of
the overall methodology should be clearly stated. Only Ordn&@weey DTM 5 metre contour
data should be used to create the 3D computer generated terrain model. 10m contour data
should only be used in locations where the 5m data is not available. Viewpoints should be
chosen that do not have obstructions such as hedger, gates, walls or mounds blocking the
view of the poposal.

6.68. Where the ZTV shows that there is likely to be visibility from an area one or more
representative viewpoints from within Special Landscape Area, Conservation Area, Core Path,
Monument, designedandscape, public park and roads should be chosen.

6.69. Given the changed location of the proposal eappraisal of the previously submitted
viewpoints is needed. These shobie based on identified likelignificantimpacts, which
should be ascertained frostudy of refined draft layout proposals which have been modelled
0KNRBdZAK Y2NB RSGFAETSR %t+Qa FyR aLISOATAO 6ANB
attention should be paid towards potential impacts from the more open locations including
existing operspaces around the site and paths, and publicly accessible locations on the edge
of Prestonpans. Pad# of the 8oping Report in Table 8 lists nimewpoints.Based on
consideration of the ZTV information and indicative layout supplied by the applicant
(Appendix 2Viewpoint 1, 2 and 8 are not required. In addition to the remaining 6 viewpoints,

the following should be included:
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f)

VP1 inside the security fence adjacent to the jetty and John Muir Way looking south
across the application site, grid ref 33%45 675624N

Top of grass mound to the west of the site looking due south east, grid ref 339185E,
675243N

Inside the security fence, ramp at SW corner of the site looking due east across the site
grid ref 339390E, 675176N

Cockenzie Harbour, looking due sbhutest across the site, grid ref 339840E, 675761N
Footpath to the north of Edinburgh Road B1348 adjacent to the site, looking due NW
across the site, grid ref 339743E, 675509N

John Muir Way footpath and Cockenzie Conservation Area, looking due wesgfgrid r
339823E, 675543N

6.70. Should the layout or ZTV information change, additional or different viewpoints may be

required.

7. Mitig ation and Monitoring

7.1. A description of any measures envisagedventing, reducingind where possible offset any

significant adverseffects onthe environment should be givein particular as noted abové

monitoring plan for mitigation measures should also be included.

8. Information gaps

8.1. An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack of khow) encountered by

the applicant or appellant in compiling the required informatshould be given, including

any data that has not been available.
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Appendix A
Internal Responses East Lothian Council

ELCAccess officer
GWSIy =

Neil Clark has forwarded to me yowguest for comments on the above Request for Scoping
Opinion, as | am the Outdoor Access Officer who covers this area.

I have the following comments to make on the Scoping Report in relation to outdoor access, core
paths and the John Muir Way:

1.) The Scdpg Report does cover the main likely impacts on public outdoor access and core paths.
However, it is important to stress that public access is not just confined to the designated core paths

in this area, but that public recreation is popular in the oppace areas adjacent to this site,

LI NI A Odz | NY¥ @ (GKS WaINBSy KAffaQ INBI AYYSRAIGSt @
recreational access should be fully addressed.

2.) The proposed Mitigation during construction for the core pathsdotth Muir Way (section 4.4.2
2F {O2LMAYy3a wSLRNIUOL A& FOOSLWIIFIoetS YR L y20S8 GKI
Officer prior to any proposed alternative routes being required.

3.) Paragraph 311 of Scoping Report: the terminology @ thiLJF NI ANJ LK A& Ay O2NNBOI
RSaA3ayl 4SR dzy RSNJ 4KS [IYR wST2N)XY o0{O02ifFyR0O ! Of
[20KALFYQa [/ 2NB tldkKa tfly>s gKAOK ¢l a | R2LIISR o0&
designatedundsld 4§ KS [/ 2dzy UNRAARS o{ 020t yRUO ! O mpcTI IV
designation. It is essential that both core paths and rights of way are taken into consideration during

the Scoping study, as both are located in this area. | can préwitteer details if required.

4.) Paragraph 321 of Scoping Report: In addition to the documents listed, consideration should also
be given to

f 58aA3ayliSR wAdaKiGa 2F 21 @& o0atdzoftAO ! 00Saa LyoOt
Council, 1994)

1 National @cle Routes (details on Sustrans website)

1

East Lothian Council Active Travel Improvement Plan (currently in preparation)

Please let me know yfou require any further details
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Thank you and regards
Jennifer Lothian | Outdoor Access Officer | East Lotl@auncil
John Muir House | Haddington | East Lothian | EH41 3HA

Tel: 01620 827419| Emajlothian@eastlothian.gov.uk
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ELCEconomic Development:

From: Smith, Susan

Sent: 21 July 2017 09:09

To: Squires, Jean; xX; XX; XX

Subject: RE: Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works: Request for Scoping Opinion

Jeanc | note consideration of tourism impactélthough only 2 visitor attractions in vicinity, impact
of coast road access for visitors to North Berwic# kay visitor attractions has been mentioned as a
consideration.Also, may need to refer to strategic economic and tourism documehtsan provide
references.

{dza | y ¢

From:Squires, Jean

Sent:24 July 2017 20:10

To:Smith, Susan

Subject:RE: Inch Cap@énshore Transmission Works: Request for Scoping Opinion

Thank you, please can you provide references as noted below [above]. Also, are you happy with
what they say they will do to examine tourism impacts?

Jean

From: Smith, Susan

Sent: Tue 25/07/2017 08: 22

To: Squires, Jean;

Subject: RE: Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works: Request for Scoping Opinion

GWSIH Yy

East Lothian tourism
http://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/info/200193/tourism _and hospitality/1353/tourism _and hospitalit

y_businesses

National strategy

http://scottishtourismalliance.co.uk/page/nationdtrateqy/

Yes, no further comment.

Susan
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ELCEnvironmental Health and Protection

0Jean
| have perused the Scoping Report and would comment as follows.

1. Noise

The report identifies the relevant Policy and Guidance documents that the noise impact
assessment should take cognisance of. However, | would make the following comments:

a) Sensitive receptors at Hawthornbank  located on the B1348 Edinburgh Road should be
considered for any assessment of impacts;

b) Demolition works currently being undertaken on the propose  d site shall not be included
in any assessment of baseline noise climate;

c) Peak noise levels, Lamax, should also be considered in any assessment of noise associated
with demolition and operational phases.

d) The assessment should predict internal day -time and night -time noise levels within
residential properties of sensitive receptors associated with both construction and
operational phases.

2. Vibration

| am satisfied with the proposed methodology for assessment of vibration impacts which will be
for construct ion phase only.

3. Air Quality

| am satisfied with the proposed methodology for the assessment of impacts upon local air
quality. | would not anticipate any significant impacts on Air Quality during either the

construction or operational phases of the devel opment that could result in breaches of any Air
Quality Objectives. However, there is significant potential for nuisance dust to impact upon
amenity of nearby sensitive receptors. As such, it is imperative that a Dust Management Plan
(DMP) be incorporated into any Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and that
any DMP specifies the mitigation measures to be taken, especially in periods of dry and/or windy
weather.

I will be happy to discuss the scope of any assessment with the applicant or thei r agent.

Regards
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Colin Clark | Senior Environmental Health Officer, Public Health & Environmental Protection
| Environmental Health Service | East Lothian Council | John Muir House | Haddington |
EH41 3HA |

Tel. 01620 827443| Email. cclarkl@eastlothian.gov.uk | Visit our website at
www.eastlothian.gov.uk &
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ELCLandscape Officer

G h dzNJ NB T Ylan{g1287mMT nny 0
Jean,

RE:Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works: Request for landscape Scoping Opinion

| sent a response to you o August 2917, however | recalled this message, as | amended the
report. Hopefully the message that | serit Kugust 2017 was recalled deleted.

Please find a copy of our landscape scgpipinion attached. We require that you send the two
attachments to the applicant so that they may address the landscape matters.

Please note thaall emails are sent only ttandscape@eastlothian.gov.uk
Thank you for your cooperation.
Regards,

Dervilla Gowan | Landscape Project Officer | Strategy & Policy|Housing & Environment|Services for
Communites | East Lothian Council | John Muir House | Haddington| EH4]TB3H#L620 827818
E.landscape@eastlothian.gov.uk

PARTNERSHIPS & SERVICES FOR THE COMMUNITY

Internal Memorandum

From: Landscape To: Strategy and Policy
Per: Dervilla Gowan Per: Jean Squires
Ref: SCN_17/008 Lan 61237 Ref: Scoping Opinion

Date: August 4™ 2017

PROPOSAL : Scoping Opinion under Regulation 17(1) of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017 for onshore Transmissions works.

LOCATION: Site of former Coal fired power station, Cockenzie.

BACKGROUND:

The applicant submitted application 17/00008/PAN for planning permission in principle for the construction, operation and
decommissioning of an onshore substation, underground electricity cables and associated infrastructure required to export electricity from
Inch Cape Offshore Limited's proposed offshore wind farm to the National Electricity Transmission System was submitted by Inch Cape
Offshore Limited in May 2017, Appendix 1, Figure 5. The site is allocated in the proposed LDP 2016 for thermal generation. To the south
of the application site, permission was granted 2/9/2014 for 14/00456/PPM Planning permission in principle for the construction,
operation and decommissioning of an onshore substation, electricity cables and associated infrastructure required to export electricity
from the proposed inch cape offshore wind farm to the national electricity transmission system for Land Adjacent To Cockenzie Power
Station, Cockenzie, Prestonpans. Appendix 1, Figure 2 and 5.

SITE DESCRIPTION

The application site is located in the site of the former Cockenzie coal fired power station and is situated adjacent to the coast and in
between Cockenzie and Prestonpans.

The site is located in landscape type; Coastal margins and Musselburgh/Prestonpans Coast character area as defined by the Ash 1998
study. As the site is predominantly flat.The site is currently under demolition. There are a handful of mature trees and shrubs growing
within and on the southern roadside boundary of the site. The landscape setting is an open and exposed coastal with views across the
Firth of Forth to Arthurs Seat in Edinburgh and the Forth Railway bridge. There are good views across the site to Cockenzie Harbour.
The John Muir Way is adjacent to the northern boundary of the site.
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LOCAL PLANNING POLICY

A poorly sited and designed layout on this site could have an adverse impact on the setting of this coastal site. It appears that locally
adverse impacts would be on the views to and from the adjacent Special landscape area, Cockenzie Conservation area and core paths.
Local plan policies DC1 and DC2 and NH8 and DP14 apply to the application site. Appendix 1, Figures 12- 14.

LANDSCAPE & VISUAL ASSESSMENT (LVIA)

We refer to page 126, Figure 8.2 of the submitted scoping report titled: Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works, which shows the
Landscape Character Types and Areas. The applicant has not referred to Special Landscape Areas in the submitted report.

ELC proposed Local Development plan 2016 reviewed the Areas of Great Landscape Value (AGLV). It is proposed that the Special
Landscape areas shall replace the AGLV designations.

We require that any landscape and visual impact of the proposed development are assessed in relation to the proposed Special
Landscape Areas (SLA) when preparing the LVIA.

The following is this link to the SLA documents to the applicant so that they may access technical note 9:
http://www.eastlothian.gov.uk/meetings/meeting/5986/members_library_service

There are ten documents with the title: Technical note 9, the list of SLA documents Appendix 1, Figures 3 and 4.

A landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) to be carried out for the site and assessment made for all impacts on the SLA and
countryside around towns (CAT) designated area that fall within Skm radius of the application site. We require a full topographical
analysis survey of the site showing contours, spot heights at no less than 0.5 meter intervals, boundary features such as the coast to low
tide mark, the jetty and the mounds to the west and east of the site. The topographical survey should not stop at the boundary of the
site but include adjacent areas; the extent of the adjacent areas to be included should be discussed and agreed with the Council. We
require that the existing and proposed contours are labelled and that the landscape character areas and Special Landscape areas are
clearly identified with a colour coded key. We will require north south and east west cross section of the site, clearly showing the
existing ground and proposed ground levels and how the proposed development will relate to the adjacent landscape setting.

The LVIA should be carried out taking into account the following guidance: Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment The
Landscape Institute and Institute for Environmental Management and Assessment (2013) 3rd Edition (Landscape Institute and IEMA,
2013).

ZONE OF THEORETIC VISIBILITY INFLUENCE (ZTVI)
A full level survey and proposed finished level plan must be carried out to enable an accurate ZTV for the proposed development.

We require a ZTVI on a 1:25,000 base map, using the up to date version of the OS Terrain-5 Digital Terrain Model data, with local
features such as tree belts, woodland and built form modelled in sufficiently to produce a screening ZTV map. Please provide the ZTVI
map to Skm radius from the site centre, and present on an A0 sheet at 1:25,000 scale and the photomontages on minimum A3 fold out
format. We will require a ZTVI for the existing site and a ZTVI for the highest roof ridge of the proposed buildings contained within
development. Please include information in a legend on the ZTVI plan confirming the finished floor level and proposed roof ridge height,
upon which the ZTVI has been based.

Once we receive the ZTVI and photomontages we will let you know if we require additional photomontages (in order to allow us to fully
assess the likely visual impact of the proposed housing development.

We require a copy of the ZTV in shape file format (.shp file extension), a copy of which are to be emailed to Stuart Kimsey (Planning
Technician) skimsey@eastlothian.gov.uk so that he may load the information onto our GIS.

VIEW POINTS (VP)

All viewpoints (VP) are to be shown in a schedule which includes the VP number, six figure grid references and location address. This
information is to be shown on the ZTVI plan. Each photomontage is to include a view direction arrow shown on a clearly legible site
location map in the corner of the sheet, to help us easily find the VP on site when making our site assessment.

In terms of visuals we require that the photomontages accurately illustrate the proposed development. Please do not attempt to hide the
development in photomontages behind existing and or proposed landscaping as we would initially like to see the built form and how it sits
within the receiving landscape. We may require viewcone at 50cm viewing distance, 45 degree viewcone for some of the photomontage
where the proposed development is difficult to see due to distance. The photomontage should include a legend or notes to identify the
buildings illustrated. Birds eye views and longitudinal cross sections are a preferred format for showing the details of any proposed
landscaping. Details of how photomontages have been prepared should be provided in the methodology statement. This information
shall include details of computer software used, photographic details, terrain data used and modelling methodology. Any limitations of the
overall methodology shall be clearly stated. Only Ordinance Survey DTM 5-metre Contour Data should be used to create the 3D computer
generated terrain model. The use of 10-metre contour Data will only be permitted in locations where the 5 meter data is not available.
Written confirmation to support this should be submitted. Please avoid VP that have obstructions such as hedgerows, gates, walls and
mound blocking the view.

If the ZTVI shows that there is likely to be visibility from an area please select one or more representative VP from within a SLA,
conservation areas, core paths, monuments, designed landscape, listed building, public parks and roads.
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On page 62 of the submitted report, Table 8.1, lists 9 viewpoints (VP). Of the proposed 9 viewpoints, we do not require proposed VP 1, 2
and 8.

In addition to the 6 proposed VP, we require the following VP;

VP 1 inside the security fence adjacent to the jetty and John Muir way looking south across the application site, grid ref: 339453E,
675624N.

VP 2 Top of grass mound to the west of the site looking due south east, grid ref: 339185E, 675243N.

VP 3 Inside the security fence, ramp at south west corner of site looking due east across the site, grid ref: 339390E, 675176N.
VP 4 Cockenzie Harbour, looking due south west across the site, grid ref: 339840E, 675716N.

VP 5 Footpath to north of Edinburgh Road, B1348 adjacent to the site, looking due north west across the site, grid ref: 339743E,
675509N.

VP6 John Muir way footpath and Cockenzie Conservation area, looking due west, grid ref: 339823E, 675543N.

VIEWPOINT ANALYSIS

We require that the LVIA shall include a table that summarises in the format illustrated in Appendix 1, Figure 11 for the viewpoint
analysis based on a methodology for assessing significance. We reserve the right to request additional information such as viewpoints
cross sections etc if the submitted information is not adequate to make an assessment of the proposed development.

NIGHT LIGHTING

No information has been submitted about the likely visual impacts of lighting on the immediate and long distance landscape. Lighting for
safety or security purposes may be unavoidable and may give rise to significant adverse visual effects, in such cases, consideration should be
given to different ways of minimising light pollution and reference should be made to appropriate guidance, such as that provided by the
Institution of Lighting Professionals (ILP, 2011)

CUMMULATIVE LANDSCAPE & VISUAL IMPACT (CLVIA)

We require a CLVIA that assesses the cumulative landscape and visual impacts of the adjacent substation to the south of the application
site.

TREE SURVEY & ARBORICULTURAL CONSTRAINTS PLAN

There are mature trees growing on and adjacent to the application site. Appendix 1, Figure 10. Along the southern roadside boundary the
mature groups of shrubs help to break up views into the site. There is scope for more tree planting adjacent to the site.

In relation to the existing trees and any new trees proposed on or adjacent to the application site, we require that reference is made to
the following documents that are available to download for free from the website www.tdag.org.uk; Trees in hard landscapes and Trees in
Townscapes.

In terms of the impact on existing tree on or adjacent to the development site we require that the proposed design layout complies with
Local Plan policy DP14 and NH8. Appendix 1, Figures 11 and 12. Similarly we require that the proposed layout complies with Figure 1 of
the British Standard BS5837:2012 Tree in Relation to construction and demolition recommendation.

All development (above or below ground level) near trees should conform with British Standard BS5837_2012 “Trees in relation to
design, demolition and construction ~ Recommendations” sections 4 and 5 and any subsequent revisions” of this standard. East Lothian
Council would recommend that reference should be made in particular to section 7 and 8 of BS5837:2012.

If development is encroaching on the root protection area of a tree to be retained on site, we will require a report from an arboricultural
consultant to assess the acceptability of whether encroaching into the tree root protection area would be deleterious to the health, vigour
and structure of the tree. We will require a tree survey and arboricultural constraints plan with the location of temporary protective
fencing clearly shown including dimensions form a known fixed point to help with setting out on site. This plan drawing is to be clearly
illustrated with the aid of a colour coded key.

We require that the tree survey information is submitted in shape file format (.shp file extension), a copy of which is to be emailed to
Stuart Kimsey (Planning Technician) skimsey@eastlothian.gov.uk so that he may load the information onto our GIS.

The tree survey information is to be overlaid onto the proposed development layout (all tree tag numbers are to be shown). Any tree that
is recommended for removal must be justified with sound arboricultural reasons. We will require appropriate mitigation planting for any
tree to be removed. This is to be clearly shown on a scaled plan with a colour coded key.

The project engineers are to be made aware of the existence of a tree survey at the earliest stage in the design process. Where there is a
likely adverse impact on trees due to development of roads, paths, junctions etc we require that the tree constraints plan information is
shown on the engineering layout. The required temporary protective fencing (with setting out dimensions) is to be shown on this drawing
and the arborist is to prepare a CMS in conjunction with the advice of the project roads engineer in order to minimise incursions into the
RPA of the trees.

All proposed tree management works required to facilitate the development must be agreed in writing with the PA and to comply with the
British Standard 3998: 2010 “Tree work ~ Recommendations”.

LANDSCAPE PLAN
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Landscape mitigation for likely direct landscape and visual impacts will be required. A detailed landscape plan will be required when
making a planning application. Please refer to the attached document titled; East Lothian Council Landscape Guidance.

DECOMMISSIONIN REST! TION/REINSTATEMENT STAGE

Consistent with the adopted Renewable Energy policy NRG4, we would strongly recommend that a legal agreement between East Lothian
Council and the agents of current development and future development should work jointly with East Lothian Council to address the overall
landscape mitigation measures in order that a consistent and cohesive landscape measures are taken forward to achieve the best landscape fit
for the industrial scaled developments in this sensitive location. We strongly recommend that the Council should consider appropriate
securities, financial or otherwise, to also allow for full decommissioning and restoration of the landscape. We require a detailed method
statement on the restoration of the landscape.

Please note that we are limited to a file size of 10MB via email therefore it would be very helpful and much appreciated if you would
ies of the required landscape information to the relevant case officer, Jean Squires. If you need to contact us

please post hard copies
directly please email: landscape@eastlothian.gov.uk and copy environment@eastlothian.gov.uk

Please email: landscape@eastlothian.gov.uk

Appendix 1
Inch Cape
17/00008/PAN Offshore
Limited
_EY

[] Pranning Boundary
gv

e Humlocks

f/00008/1

| ——

o P ot i i

a8
fre

-
]
Corm 3

| Coacy e
e —

Preston !;i:lks
’

s

¢
N
% "Q'
5 p! i 4 < e Onshore Transmission Works
\ LY RECEIVED AAY 2017 N
\

© o o ot s g 31 o e L Wt LS

Inch Cape
Transmission Works.

Figure 1. Copy of 17/00008/PAN which only show the redline boundary of the application site, as the power station has been demolished.
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Figure 2. 14/00456/PPM permission granted 2/9/2014.
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Figure 3. Landscape designations adjacent to the application site, including Special landscape areas and Countryside around towns.
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141/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review (2.2 MB)

142/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix |
Landscape Character Area Boundary Review (5.21 MB)

143/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape D Review A dix Il
Landscape Character Area Evaluation (800.38 KB)

144/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix Il
Public Consultation (945.12 KB)

145/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix IV
Historic Landscape Areas (1.13 MB)

146/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix V
Wildness and Soil Maps (2.39 MB)

147/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9 Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix VI
Local Landscape Character Areas A-D (12.61 MB)

147/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix VI
Local Landscape Character Areas E-K (9.51 MB)

147/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix VI
Local Landscape Character Areas L-P (11.73 MB)

147/16 Proposed Local Development Plan Technical Note 9: Local Landscape Designation Review Appendix VI
Local Landscape Character Areas Q-Z (12.79 MB)

Figure 4. There are ten documents with the title : Technical note 9, the list of SLA documents available to download @:
ttp://www.eastlothian.gov. eti ing/5986/members libra rvice

Figure 5. Submitted Indicative Layout.
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VP from top of Preston Links mound grid ref 339185E, 675243N =
i

Viewpoint 2.

VP Inside the site looking south, grid ref 339453E, 675624N.

Figure 6. Viewpoint 2 and 3.

Figure 7. Viewpoint 4 Cockenzie harbour, grid ref 339840E, 675716N.
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Existing norway maple
trees and shrub planting.
Local policy DP 14 applies.

Figure 8. Viewpoint 5.

VP from Cockenzie Conservation Area and John Muir Way, grid ref 339823E, 675543N

Figure 9. Viewpoint 6.
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Clumps of shrubs brak up views into the s edge of the site from
Edinburgh Road

Figure 10. Existing groups of shrubs and trees help to break up views into the application site. There is scope of additional landscape
enhancement including earth works shrub and tree planting.
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Table 3 Methodology for Assessing Significance
Sensitivity
Magnitude
Very High High Med, Low Very Low
X Moderate/
Very High  [Substantial Major Major/ Moderate | Moderate ARGE
. Moderate/
High Major Major/ Moderate | Moderate ) Minor
Minor
. . Moderate/ . Minor/
Medium Major/ Moderate [Moderate ) Minor i
Minor Negligible
. Minor/ .
Low Moderate Moderate/ Minor | Minor B Negligible
Negligible
Minor, Negligible
Very Low [Moderate/ Minor [Minor i i / Negligible gligible/
Negligible None

Figure 11. Viewpoint analysis
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POLICY DP14: TREES ON OR ADJACENT TO DEVELOPMENT SITES

1. The design and layout of new development should ensure the incorporation of any tree (including hedgerows)
that makes a significant positive contribution to the setting, amenity, or nature conservation value of an area.
This will be safeguarded by a condition on any planning permission. The loss of such trees will only be permitted
where it is essential to facilitate development which would contribute more to the good planning of the area than
would retaining the tree or trees. Appropriate replacement planting may then be made a condition of planning
permission.

Where there is an existing grouping of trees worthy of retention within a proposed housing site, wherever
possible they should be incorporated into public open space and not into private gardens.

2. The erection of buildings (including i to buildings) near trees should conform with British Standard
5837:1991 Guide for Trees in Relation to Construction, and any subsequent revisions of this standard.

Figure 12. Local Plan policy DP14 from ELC LPD 2008 applies to the trees on and adjacent to the application site.

Policy NH8: Trees and Development

There is a strong presumption in favour of protecting East Lothian’s woodland resources.
Development affecting trees, groups of trees or areas of woodland will only be permitted where:

any tree, group of trees or woodland that makes a significant positive contribution to the
setting, amenity of the area has been incorporated into the development through design
and layout, and wherever possible such trees and hedges should be incorporated into public
open space and not into private gardens or areas; or

(i) in the case of woodland, its loss is essential to facilitate development that would achieve
significant and clearly defined additional public benefits in line with the Scottish
Governments Policy on Control of Woodland Removal; in particular the loss of Ancient
Woodland will not be supported; or (ii) in the case of individual trees or groups of trees,
their loss is essential to facilitate development that would contribute more to the good
planning of the area than would retaining the trees or group of trees.

Development (including extensions to buildings) must conform to British Standard 5837:2012
Guide for Trees in Relation to Design, Demolition and Construction, or any subsequent revisions.

Figure 13. Local Plan policy NH8 from ELC draft LDP 9/2016 apply to the application site.
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POLICY DP 2: DESIGN

15

The design of all new development, with the
ion of ions and to existing
buildings, must:

Be appropriate to its location in terms of
its positioning, size, form, massing,
proportion and scale, and use of a limited
palate of materials and colours that

ccomplement its surroundings;
2 Create or contribute to a sense of place
and complement .
32 Where relevant, position and orientate
buildings to articulate,
enclose and provide active edges to public
spaces to create a sense of 2
4 en opportunities provide | [ POLICY DP 1:  LANDSCAPE AND
effective access and linkages to the | STREETSCAPE CHARACTER
5. Provide a well connected road layout | All new built d with the tion of
within the site that ensures access for all ions and ions to buildings, must:
in the community, ‘where
appropriate, walking, cycling, public | 1. Be well integrated into its surroundings by
transport then cars as forms of ding to and ing landfc
and and by retaining existing natural and
6. Clearly distinguish public space from features at the site that are
private space, and protect private space; important to the area and these
7. Ensure privacy and amenity, with into the development in a positive way; and
particular regard to levels of sunlight, | | 2. Use appropriate hard and
daylight and overlooking; to provide an attractive setting for the
8. Retain physical or natural features, development; and
including  watercourses, which are || 3 Where justified by its scale and impact on
important to the amenity of the area or a locality, provide a landscape structure for
provide the entire d

Figure 14, East Lothian Local Plan 2008, DC1 and D2 adopted policies apply to the application site.

East Lothian Landscape Guidance:
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EAST LOTHIAN COUNCIL
Partnerships and Services for Communities

Landscape Development Guide lines

SCOTTISH PLANNING POLICY

We require that the proposed siting and house layout can clearly demonstrate the six qualities of
successful place making as set out in Scottish Planning Policy; Place making and Designing Streets.

When preparing the Design and Access Statement please provide evidence in the development of
the preferred design layout that the proposed indicative master plan has adopted the design
principles embedded in following Scottish Planning Policy documents; Designing Streets (2010) and
Creating Places (2013), PAN 83 Master planning and PAN 65 Planning and Open Space.

GATEWAY FEATURE

Where developments are located adjacent to access road into towns and villages, we require that
the design provides a transition from country into the town by considering the new development as
a gateway feature to the town or village.

Set back the development from the roads

Incorporate tree shrub and ground cover planting
Include shared surfaces within

Avoid on street parking

Use walls, lighting and art to identify a unique gateway

MATURE TREES & HEDGEROWS
Where there are mature trees and hedgerows growing on and adjacent to the development site that

have significant visual amenity and we require that they are surveyed by a suitably qualified
arboriculturalist. Please refer to Local Plan policy DP14 below for details;

POLICY DP14: TREES ON OR ADJACENT TO DEVELOPMENT SITES

1. The design and layout of new development should ensure the incorporation of any tree (including hedgerows)
that makes a significant positive contribution to the setting, amenity, or nature conservation value of an area.
This will be safeguarded by a condition on any planning permission. The loss of such trees will only be permitted
where it is essential to facilitate development which would contribute more to the good planning of the area than
would retaining the tree or trees.  Appropriate replacement planting may then be made a condition of planning
permission.

Where there is an existing grouping of trees worthy of retention within a proposed housing site, wherever
possible they should be incorporated into public open space and not into private gardens.

2. The erection of buildings (including extensions to buildings) near trees should conform with British Standard
5837:1991 Guide for Trees in Relation to Construction, and any subsequent revisions of this standard.
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TREE SURVEY , ARBORICULTURAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT & TREE MANAGEMENT PLAN

The erection of buildings near trees should conform with British Standard BS5837_2012 “Trees in
relation to design, demolition and construction ~ Recommendations" sections 4 and 5 and any
subsequent revisions” of this standard. East Lothian Council would recommend that reference
should be made in particular to section 7 and 8 of BS5837:2012.

All development should be located outwith the root protection area, as defined by the current
version of British Standard 5837: 2012, “Trees in relation to design demolition and construction —
Recommendations” of the retained trees. Development would include the erection of buildings,
garden fences, formation of hard surfacing, paths, parking areas and roadways.

As part of the proposed housing development we will require a scaled (min 1:00) plan showing all
trees (include tree tag numbers on the plan) on and adjacent to the site with their stem diameters
measured at 1.5m above ground level and their canopies and root protection areas shown in
accordance with the said BS. This information must be supported by an arboricultural report with
sound arboricultural reasons and justification as to why the proposed works (development and or
tree management to facilitate development) will not deleteriously affect the trees and to clearly
show tree protection and which trees are proposed to be removed.

The arboricultural report should address all above ground constraints include ultimate tree height
and canopy spread which will affect both physical presence and daylight availability to any proposed
structures. Species characteristics, such as evergreen or dense foliage, potential branch drop, fruit
fall, etc, will all have an influence on the potential for development of a site. Other factors that may
need to be taken into account will include easements for underground and above - ground
apparatus; road safety and visibility; or the proposed end use of space adjacent to retained trees
The planting plan is to include all existing trees (all tree tag numbers are to be clearly shown) on this
plan.

We require that the report includes both short and long term woodland management. Where trees
are proposed for removal we will require suitable replacement planting to mitigate for the loss of
visual amenity. Trees are living organisms and need to be monitored. The condition of the under
storey for example of a woodland floor smothered in ivy offers little diversity. There might be
historic issues of fly tipping and or ongoing build up of litter that need to be addressed. There may
be issues with invasive species such as rhododendron ponticum or Japanese knot weed that are

causing imbalance in the habitat and ultimately taking over and dominating the woodland structure.

There may be issues arising from years of neglect and a lack of any phased woodland management,
resulting in an even aged canopy with little species diversity and a lack of a well defined woodland
edge.
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BRITISH STANDARD BS 5837:2012

42,3 The survey should be made available as scale drawings and preferably also
in a commonly recognized digital format. It should be used to inform all design
and planning dedisions.
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4.2.4 The survey should record:

a) spot levels at the base of trees and throughout the site at an interval
appropriate to meet design requirements, recorded s a grid and
interpolated as contours, ensuring that any abrupt changes, embankments,
ditch inverts and retaining features are recorded;

b

-

the position of all trees within the site with a stem diameter of 75 mm or
more (see Note), measured at 1.5 m above highest adjacent ground level;

NOTE - In the case of woodlands or substantial tree groups, only individual trees
with stem diameters greater than 150 mm usually need be plotted.

¢) the position of trees with an estimated stem diameter of 75 mm or more
that overhang the site or are located beyond the site boundaries within a
distance of up to 12 times their estimated stem diameter;

d

=1

for individual trees, the crown spread taken at four cardinal points; for
woodlands or substantial tree groups, the overall extent of the canopy;

e) the extent, basal ground levels and height of shrub masses, hedges
hedgerows and stumps;

f) other relevant landscape features and artefacts, such as streams, buildings
and other structures, houndary features and means of enclosure, trenching
scars near to trees, and overhead and underground utility apparatus,
including drainage runs with manholes and invert levels.
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To allow us to make a full landscape assessment of the proposed development we require the
following information to be submitted on a plan to a minimum scale of 1:100 as part of your
planning application:

PLANTING PLAN

A Landscape Architect who prepared the planting plan is required to make reference to the
Arboricultural consultants report and to incorporate the results of the layers of the tree survey and
tree constraints plan onto the proposed landscape, site layout plans and landscape factoring plan.
We require that all tree tag numbers are shown on the existing and proposed drawings. We require
that the plan shows the following information;

all trees, shrubs and hedgerows accurately positioned on and adjacent to the site

any trees, shrubs and hedgerows proposed for removal are to be clearly identified

the canopy accurately plotted for all trees to be retained (as per the tree survey/constraints plan.
the construction exclusion zone for all trees that are to be retained in accordance with British
Standard BS5837 2012 “Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction ~
Recommendations" canopy spread for all trees to be retained .

tree protection measures including the position of barriers (dimensioned from existing retained
structures) and ground protection in accordance with section 5 and figure 2 of BS 5837 2012 “Trees
in relation to design, demolition and construction ~ Recommendations"

new tree, hedge and shrub planting

details of any surfacing within the tree Root Protection Areas including position and construction in
accordance with section 11 of BS5837 “Trees in relation to design, demolition and construction ~
Recommendations"

position of all proposed services above or below ground

site construction access and any tree protection measures in accordance with section 11 of BS5837
‘Trees in relation to construction’

details of tree pruning works required to facilitate the development (all tree work should be in
accordance with BS3998 ‘Recommendations for tree work’)

details of demolition works and removal of hard-standing areas

existing and proposed topography

A plant schedule detailing species, sizes and spacings to be submitted in A4 format.

LONG TERM LANDSCAPE MANAGEMENT PLAN

In conjunction with a plan that clearly shows the communal landscape areas within the development
site we require a detailed landscape maintenance specification to include a 12 month rolling
program for adoption by a constituted Resident Association or Property Factor. The specification as
a minimum is to include details on;

Weed control including mulching

Watering

Fertilising

Pest Control

Removal of tree protection measure e.g. tree ties and tubes

Tree and shrub thinning

Replacement planting of failures

Grass cutting

Hedgerow maintenance

Maintenance of SUDS
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The landscape management plan should have a minimum life span of 10 years, but should include a
programme for future annual maintenance and should comply with BS4428: 1989 ‘Code of practice
for general landscape operations (excluding hard landscapes) and BS8545: 2014 ‘Tree from Nursery
to independence in the landscape recommendations’.

As part of the long term landscape management plan a tree management plan will be required for
all trees on site. All future tree management works is to comply with British Standard 3998: 2010
“Tree work ~ Recommendations” Section 7, Pruning and related work and Figure 2 — Positions of final
cuts; leaving an overall balanced tree shape on completion of the works.

In relation to the existing trees and any new trees proposed adjacent to road/shared surfaces, we
require that reference is made to the following documents that are available to download for free
from the website www.tdag.org.uk; Trees in hard landscapes and Trees in Townscapes.

We require that all landscape drawing are submitted both digitally to;
environment@eastlothian.gov.uk and as hard copies to the following address Development
Management, Housing & Environment Partnerships & Services for Communities, East Lothian
Council, John Muir House, Haddington, EH41 3HA
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ELCBiodiversity Officer
GWSI y

The attached scoping report describes the proposals to construct an electricity subsiatgart of
the Inch Cape ofhore wind farm.The location is largely within the footprint of the former
Cockenzie Power Station, although it extends beyond that boundary to the east and 3tweth.
report describes the works in the context of a numbé&environmental factors, Chapter 6 being of
particular interest to me.

The Ecology and Ornithology section describes surveys andydttaring associated with a

previous applicationThey provide evidence to argue that the data were still valid (section

6.3.5). This was accepted by SNH and seems reasonable to meladspite this, the applicant

proposes to carry out revised habitat and protected species surveys (sections 6.3.6 and 6.3.7) and |
agree with their approach.

The report discusses a reviseliRA, to include existing SPAs and the proposed SPA (Outer Firth of
Forth and St Andrews Bay Complex) and again this approach is supported.

On a more general level, the choice to construct the substation in the site of the recently demolished
Cockenzie PoweStation is supported since it reduces disruption to cultural sites, habitats and the
community orchard located to the west and south of the former coal store.

Stuart Macpherson
Biodiversity Officer

9 ad [20KALY [ 2dzyOAf ¢
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Contaminated Land Officer
fHi Jean,

| have had a look at the Scoping Report and in particular with regards to the Hydrology, Geology and
Hydrogeology section. Given the copious amount of data available as result of various investigations
carried out for (but not limited to) the PP C Surrender Permit, | am satisfied that the proposals put
forward (i.e information review, assessment, further targeted S| and mitigation measures) will
suitably address any potential contaminative impact on identified receptors as well as potential
ground stability issues.

Regards,

Scott

Scott Callow | Environment Protection Officer (Con Land) | East Lothian Council | John
Muir House | Haddington | EH41 3HA |

Tel. 01620 827256 | Email. scallow@eastloth ian.gov.uk | Visit our website at
www.eastlothian.gov.uk o
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EXTERNAL CONSULTEES

Health and Safety Executive

From: Sue.Howe@hsl.gsi.gov.uk]mailto:Sue.Howe@hsl.gsi.gov.uj On Behalf Of
lupenquiries@hsl.gsi.gov.uk

Sent: 25 July 2017 16:11

To: Policy & Projects

Subject: Fw: Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works: Regiest for Scoping Opinion

From: Sue Howe/STAFF/HSL

To: lupenquiries/SERVICE/HSL@HSL,
Date: 25/07/2017 15:16
Subject: Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works: Request for Scoping Opinion

Dear Ms Squires

Thank you for your email below, asking what information should be provided in the environmental
statement for the proposed development at Cockenzie Substation.

Environmental Impact Assessments are concerned with projects which are likely to have significant
effects on the environment. HSE's principal concerns are the health and safety of people at work and
those affected by work activities.

Therefore HSE cannot usefully comment on what information should be included in the environmental
statement of the proposed development. However, the environmental statements should not include
measures which would conflict with the requirements of the Health and Safety at Work etc. Act 1974
and it relevant statutory provisions.

HSE is a statutory consultee on relevant developments within the consultation distance of a
hazardous installation or a major accident hazard pipeline. Planning Authorities should use the HSE's
Planning Advice Web App to consult HSE on such applications and produce a letter confirming HSE's
advice. This service replaces PADHI+ HSE's on-line software decision support tool.

The Web App can be found here;

http://www.hsl.gov.uk/planningadvice

All planning authorities were contacted prior to the launch of the Web App with log in details to set up
an administrator. This administrator will be able to set up other users within the organisation. If you
require details of the administrator for your organisation please contact us.

Planning Authorities should use the Web App to consult HSE on certain developments including any
which meet the following criteria, and which lie within the consultation distance (CD) of a major hazard
site or major hazard pipeline.

1 residential accommodation;
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more than 250m2 of retail floor space;

more than 500m2 of office floor space;

more than 750m2 of floor space to be used for an industrial process;

or which is otherwise likely to result in a material increase in the number of persons working
within or visiting the notified area.

E ]

There is also further information on HSE's land use planning
here: www.HSE.gov.uk/landuseplanning/

For consultations involving wind turbines or wind farms, if the proposed site lies within the Detailed
Emergency Planning Zone (DEPZ), you will need to contact the Office of Nuclear Regulation (ONR)
for a formal response.

Regards

Sue Howe

Land Use Planning Support Team
HSL, Harpur Hill,

Buxton,

SK17 9JN
01298 218159

For HSE's Land Use Planning Advice Terms and Conditions, please click on the following link
https://www.hsl.gov.uk/planningadvice and then click on 'terms and conditions'.

e PLANNING
AWARDS

Celebrating exvvellence in planning and placemaking

SHORTLIST

FW: Inch Cape Onshore Transmission Works: Request for Scoping Opinion

Advice (O lupenquiries 21/07/2017 07:49

Sent

by: <Gill.PG.Smart@hse.gov.uk>

Extracted from recommended database (ELC gives no guarantee that the development has been
correctly drawn or described though we have attempted to reflect the proposal within the web app. It

57


http://www.hse.gov.uk/landuseplanning/padhi.pdf
https://www.hsl.gov.uk/planningadvice
mailto:Gill.PG.Smart@hse.gov.uk

is for HSE to identify and bring to our attention any issues of concern to them and to pass on relevant
information they hold).

‘} Health and Safety

HSE Executive

Advice : HSL-170823155912-371 Does Not Cross Any Consultation Zones

Your Ref: East Lothian Council

Development Name: Inchcape OnTW Scoping 2017

Comments: The proposal is for Onshore Transmission works comprising a substation, electricity cables and
associated infrastructure. The land take for the substation will be approximately 3.5 hectare.

005 o1

LAY ®l

700 3ase00 338800 X 910 3200 WO 2900 3W00 300 AWI00. 3600 W00 000 DI 340200

The proposed development site which you have identified does not currently lie within the consultation
distance (CD) of a major hazard site or major accident hazard pipeline; therefore at present HSE does not
need to be consulted on any developments on this site. However, should there be a delay submitting a
planning application for the proposed development on this site, you may wish to approach HSE again to
ensure that there have been no changes to CDs in this area in the intervening period.

This advice report has been generated using information supplied by at East Lothian on 23 August 2017.

HSL-170823155912-371 Date enquiry processed :23 August 2017 (339442,675371)
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Historic Environment Scotland

Please find attached our updated response to the above consultation.
Please ignore the earlier email as that letter had an error in it.

Kind regards
Lisa Jackson | Business Support Officer | Heritage Directorate
Please note | work part-time. My working days are Mondays, Tuesdays and Wednesdays.

Historic Environment Scotland | Arainneachd Eachdraidheil Alba
Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
T: +44(0)131 668 8931

E: Lisa.Jackson@hes.scot

www.historicenvironment.scot

Historic Environment Scotland - Scottish Charity No. SC045925

Registered Address: Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
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By email: jsquires@eastlothian.gov.uk Longmore House {

Salisbury Place {

Ms Jean Squires Edinburgh £

East Lothian Council EH9 1SH !

John Muir House H
Court Street Enquiry Line: 0131-668-8716
Haddington HMConsultations@hes.scot

EH41 3HA

Our ref: AMN/16/LB
QOur case ID: 300019591

07 August 2017

Dear Ms Squires

The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Scotland)
Regulations 2017

Inch Cape Onshore Transmission works

Request for a Scoping Opinion

Thank you for your consultation which we received on 20 July 2017 about the above
scoping report. We have reviewed the details in terms of our historic environment
interests. This covers world heritage sites, scheduled monuments and their settings,
category A-listed buildings and their settings, inventory gardens and designed
landscapes, inventory battlefields and historic marine protected areas (HMPAs).

Your archaeological and cultural heritage advisors will also be able to offer advice on the
scope of the cultural heritage assessment. This may include heritage assets not covered
by our interests, such as unscheduled archaeology, and category B- and C-listed
buildings.

Proposed Development

We understand that the proposed development comprises a substation, underground
electricity cables, and associated infrastructure (Onshore Transmission Works (OnTW)),
associated with ICOL’s Offshore Wind Farm. The Revised Application Site for the OnTW
will be located on the site of the former Cockenzie Power Station in East Lothian.

We note that this is an alteration of the location of a consented scheme (14/00456/PPM),
which was proposed to be located of the south of the former Cockenzie Coal Store. Our
predecessor body, Historic Scotland, commented on the consented scheme in a letter
dated 22 July 2014.

Scope of assessment

Historic Environment Scotland — Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15
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HISTORIC
ENVIRONMENT

SCOTLAND

We are content that impacts on our historic environment interests are not likely to be
significant.

We note that a small part of the development boundary lies within the inventory
battlefield, the Battle of Prestonpans. We are content that due to the scale of the area
and its location on the battlefield, any impacts on the overall designated area are not
likely to be significant for our interests.

We therefore have no specific advice regarding the scope of the assessment to be
undertaken.

We hope this is helpful. Please contact us if you have any questions about this
response. The officer managing this case is Ruth Cameron, who can be contacted by
phone on 0131 668 8657 or by email on Ruth.Cameron@hes.scot.

Yours sincerely

Historic Environment Scotland

cc. policy&projects@eastlothian.gov.uk

Historic Environment Scotland — Longmore House, Salisbury Place, Edinburgh, EH9 1SH
Scottish Charity No. SC045925
VAT No. GB 221 8680 15
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Scottish Water

Hi,

Please find attached response to this.
Regards,

Rebecca

Rebecca Williams | Strategic Planner | Development Engagement Team

Scottish Water | The Bridge | Buchanan Gate Business Park | Cumbernauld Road | Stepps | Glasgow
| G33 6FB

Mobile: 07483976024

E: rebecca.williams@scottishwater.co.uk

Scottish Water i Trusted to Serve Scotland
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