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Chapter 1
Introduction

1.1 This appendix details the full methods and results of the
protected species surveys undertaken to inform the Ecological
Impact Assessment (‘EclA’) of the proposed Muir Mhor
Offshore Wind Farm Onshore Transmission Works (hereafter
referred to as the ‘Proposed Development’). The EclA is
provided in Chapter 5: Terrestrial Ecology of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Report ('EIA Report').

Supporting Documents

1.2 This appendix supports the EclA in addition to the
following appendices:

B Appendix 5.1: Desk Study and Legal Context

B Appendix 5.2: Habitats and Vegetation Survey
Report

B Appendix 5.4: Badger Survey Report
(CONFIDENTIAL)

B Appendix 5.5: Outline Biodiversity Enhancement
Plan (OBEP)

1.3 This appendix is supported by the following figures of the
EIA report:

B  Figure 5.1: Ecology Survey Area

B  Figures 5.6a-e: Protected Species Survey Results

Terminology and Survey Areas

1.4 The following terminology will be used throughout this
appendix:

m Site

— The area defined by the red line application
boundary within which all infrastructure associated
with the onshore works will be located, as shown in
Figure 5.1.

B  Proposed Development

—  Comprises the onshore components of the Muir
Mhor Offshore Wind Farm that are landward of the
Mean Low Water Springs (MLWS) mark.

B Development Zones

‘Landfall Zone’: The area above MLWS where the
offshore export cables will be brought onshore.
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— ‘Cable Corridor Zone A’: The area within which
electrical cables (up to 275 kV) are proposed to be
located, from the Landfall Zone to the Substation
Zone.

— ‘Cable Corridor Zone B’: The area within which
electrical cables (up to 400 kV) are proposed to be
located, from the Substation Zone to their
anticipated grid connection point at the SSEN
Substation.

— ‘Substation Zone’: The area within which the
Proposed Development substation is proposed to be
located.

B Ecology Survey Area (ESA)

—  The area within which ecology surveys were
undertaken in line with good practice guidelines for
all ecological features surveyed. For protected
species, this comprised all land within the red-line
boundary plus a 250 m buffer (as shown in Figure
5.1).

Scope

1.5 In June 2023 a Scoping Report! was submitted on
behalf of Muir Mhor Offshore Wind Farm Limited (‘the
Developer’) as a means of agreeing the full scope of surveys
with relevant consultees to inform the EclA.

1.6 Surveys for the following species were undertaken within
the ESA:

m  Otter Lutra lutra

B Water vole Arvicola amphibius
B Pine marten Martes martes

®  Red squirrel Sciurus vulgaris
B Badger Meles meles

m  Bats Chiroptera

1.7 Due to the persecution of badger, and the need to
restrict access to badger sett data, survey methods, findings
and interpretation are reported separately in Appendix 5.4.

1.8 Reference should be made to Chapter 6: Terrestrial
Ornithology of the EIA Report for details of ornithological
survey and assessment.

" LUC (2023). Muir Mhor Offshore Wind Farm: Onshore EIA Scoping
Report.
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Chapter 2
Methods

Desk Study

21 A desk study was undertaken to inform the protected
species surveys. A detailed account of the methods adopted,
and findings, is provided in Appendix 5.1, which also sets out
the legislative provisions afforded to protected species.

Field Surveys

Overview

2.2 Protected species surveys were undertaken within the
ESA in October 2023, January 2024 and April 2024. Surveys
were completed during accepted survey seasons? by
experienced field ecologists.

2.3 All survey data was collected on GIS-enabled field
tablets to increase accuracy and facilitate robust
interpretation. Where field evidence was recorded,
photographs (referred to as ‘Images’ within this appendix)
were taken for post-survey analysis. Images are presented in
Annex A of this appendix.

2.4 Surveys sought to identify suitable habitat for, and,
where appropriate, direct evidence of, protected species.
Suitable habitat was considered to include opportunities for
shelter/protection, habitation/rest, foraging and commuting. All
surveys followed good practice methods as detailed below.

2.5 While protected species data was collected within the
entirety of the ESA, an area to the south of the SSEN
Netherton Hub no longer falls within any of the Development
Zones. While this area is not assessed as part of the EcIA, it
has been discussed within this appendix and included in
Figures 5.6a-e as it is within the red line boundary of the Site.

Baseline Data Collection

Otter

2.6 An otter survey was undertaken on all watercourses
located within the ESA in accordance with recognised best
practice3. Ecologists searched for evidence of suitable habitat
for, and direct evidence of, otter.

2 NatureScot (2020). Ecological Survey Calendar. Available at:
https://www.nature.scot/doc/ecological-survey-calendar [Accessed
November 2024].

3 NatureScot (2016). Protected Species Advice for Developers: Otters.
Available at: https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-planning-
consultations-otters [Accessed September 2024].
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2.7 Watercourses were categorised into four suitability This table is based on professional judgment and experience,
classifications based on a variety of characteristics including and published guidance*.

wet width, water depth, suitable foraging resources, suitable
resting sites, and connectivity to suitable habitats.
Descriptions of suitability categories are provided in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1 Watercourse Suitability for Otter

Suitability Description

Optimal Typically larger, main watercourses (at least 1 m in wet width). These watercourses contain flow at all times of
year (not just in spate) and will support foraging resources (such as amphibians and fish). Rocky banksides or
vegetation overhangs will provide suitable resting places, and large boulders will provide ideal sprainting sites.

Sub- Generally, a substantial watercourse, greater than 0.5 m in width. These watercourses will comprise stone and
optimal rock substrate, with occasional boulders. There may be limited resting opportunities, however, vegetation
overhangs and occasional rocky crevices may be present.

Suitable These watercourses may be sporadically used by otter, with connectivity to optimal or sub-optimal
watercourses. The watercourses themselves will typically be no wider than 0.5 m, with a relatively shallow flow
of water. Substrate may comprise stone and earth, and banksides may comprise grassland.

Unsuitable | Generally, will be a narrow channel, which may contain very little water. The channel may be very densely
vegetated with limited suitability to support otter foraging resources.

2.8 Where watercourses were considered to have potential B Spraint (including age and description: fresh, recent, old)
to support otter, a detailed survey was undertaken for field

. B Prints, tracks, slides and runs
signs.

- . .
2.9 Field signs searched for included; Feeding remains

B Resting sites (as defined in Table 2.2)

Table 2.2 Otter Resting Site Classifications

Resting Description

Site Type

Natal Holt A discreet holt site that is used by a bitch to birth cubs, where they will normally remain for up to three months,
before being moved to a secondary holt. These sites are seldom identified during surveys, and they are rarely
recorded without the aid of camera traps. It is generally accepted that most natal holts will contain bedding
material and sprainting activity is minimal whilst occupied.

Holt A cavity or hole on or adjacent to a watercourse. It may be in the ground, under tree roots, within rocks or
caves; where it cannot be readily observed. If a holt is confirmed as active it usually contains field evidence
such as spraint.

Hover A bolt hole or ledge that provides temporary cover or a place to eat prey. It is not fully enclosed, and the back
of the feature can normally be observed. There may be spraints, footprints and feeding evidence present.

4 Chanin, P. (2003). Ecology of the European Otter. Conserving
Natura 2000 Rivers Ecology Series No. 10. English Nature,
Peterborough.
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Resting Description

Site Type

Couch An above-ground shelter normally used for lying-up and grooming. They may take the form of a depression in
tall vegetation or may be covered in a vegetated grass ‘roof’.

Breeding An area of land in which otters breed. The site may be large, and it is usually more important to protect this site
Site than an individual natal holt.
2.10 This assessment was subjective and corroborated by the evident and identifiable, usually by the abundance of
presence or lack of field evidence located in, or around the fishbone or scales. It is likely to have been deposited
features. Diagnostic evidence (such as spraints, urination approximately a month ago (sometimes longer).
“green” spots, spraint mounds, sign heaps, grooming hollows,
footprints, paths, and slides), where identified, was used to Water Vole

interpret if a resting site was present, 2.12 The survey for water vole aimed to assess all

2.11 Where spraint was recorded, it was allocated an age watercourses and waterbodies within the ESA for potential to
class in accordance with the following descriptions: support populations of water vole in accordance with
recognised best practice®. Surveys were completed by
competent field ecologists who searched for suitable habitat
for, and direct evidence of, water vole.

B Fresh: The spraint is still very moist and pungent, and
was likely to have been deposited within the last few
hours or days.

2.13 Watercourses were classified for their suitability to

support water vole depending on a variety of characteristics

including bankside composition, substrate, water flow rate and
bankside vegetation. Descriptions of watercourse suitability

categories are detailed in Table 2.3.

B Recent: The spraint has become decayed but retains
consistency and some odour. It is dry and colour is more
faded. It is likely to have been deposited within the last
week or two.

B Old: The spraint is desiccated and powdery having lost
its shape and most odours. Usually remains are still

Table 2.3 Watercourse Suitability for Water Vole

Suitability Description

Optimal These watercourses will typically have a very slow flow rate and will comprise peaty bankside and substrate.
Banksides will also comprise tussocky vegetation, including rushes (a common food source of water vole). The
watercourses will generally be deep to enable predatory escape.

Sub- Typically, these watercourses will have a relatively slow flow rate. Banksides may be peaty but may not be
Optimal very steep, therefore not allowing burrows to account for varying water levels. Rushes will be present,
providing foraging resource.

Suitable Banksides may comprise earth allowing for some burrowing. Herbaceous vegetation will generally be lacking,
and invertebrates, amphibians and fish will be sparse. Flow rate will be slow to moderate; however, the
watercourse may comprise rocky substrate.

Unsuitable | Watercourses will comprise rock and stone substrate and banksides. The flow rate will be moderate or fast
flowing and rushes will be absent from bankside vegetation.

Watercourses may also be heavily poached by livestock.

® Strachan, R., Moorhouse, T. and Gelling, M. (2011). Water Vole
Conservation Handbook (3rd Edition). Wildlife Conservation Research
Unit, Oxford.
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2.14 Where watercourses were considered suitable, these
were surveyed with the aim of identifying and recording
presence of water vole.

2.15 Field signs searched for included:
B Burrows and tunnel systems
B Runs, tracks and slides

B Latrines (with droppings categorised as fresh, recent, or
old)

B Feeding stations and remains
B Physical sightings

2.16 Where burrows and tunnels were identified, population
estimates were made, drawing on best practice methods®.

Pine Marten

2.17 Surveys for pine marten were undertaken within the ESA
in accordance with best practice guidelines®7”. The survey
assessed habitats within the ESA for their suitability to support
the species, while searching for indicative field signs such as
feeding remains, scat, footprints and dens.

2.18 The survey was undertaken using a systematic
approach. Suitable habitats were surveyed for evidence of
pine marten by walking linear transect routes. Transects
generally followed defined wayleaves, firebreaks and access
tracks as these are frequently used by pine marten and,
therefore, where indicative field signs are most commonly
found.

Red Squirrel

2.19 A survey for red squirrel was undertaken in accordance
with best practice guidelines®® and aimed to assess the

Technical Appendix 5.3: Protected Species Survey Report
November 2024

suitability of habitats within each of the Development Zones
for the species. Suitable habitat includes cone-bearing
coniferous plantation woodland located on free-draining soils,
with good connectivity to other woodland habitats. Where
suitable red squirrel habitat was recorded, searches for
foraged cones, dreys'® and tracks/prints were undertaken.

Bats

2.20 An assessment for Bat Roost Potential (‘BRP’) was
undertaken on any trees and structures (if present) within the
ESA following assessment criteria set out in standard
guidance prepared by the BCT'".

2.21 Itis important to note that in November 2023, Bat
Conservation Trust (‘BCT’) released new guidance '2 for bat
surveys and roost assessments. While the new guidance
introduces new categories for assessing the roosting potential
of trees for bats, the guidance in place at the time of survey,
the 3 edition of the Good Practice Guidelines'' was applied
and is considered to be valid for the purposes of this
appendix.

2.22 The criteria used to categorise BRP are summarised in
Table 2.4. The table also summarises what surveys, if any,
are required for each category.

6 Cresswell, W.J., Birks, J.D.S., Dean, M., Pacheco, M., Trewhella,
W.J., Wells, D. and Wray, S. (2012). UK BAP Mammals: Interim
Guidance for Survey Methodologies, Impact Assessment and
Mitigation. The Mammal Society, Southampton.

7 NatureScot (n.d.). Protected Species Advice for Developers: Pine
Marten. Available at: https://www.nature.scot/doc/standing-advice-
planning-consultations-pine-martens [Accessed September 2024,

8 Gurnell, J., Lurz, P., McDonald, R. and Pepper, H. (2009). Practical
Techniques for Surveying and Monitoring Squirrels. Forestry
Commission [Online]. Available at:
https://www.forestresearch.gov.uk/documents/666/fcpn011.pdf
[Accessed September 2024].

9 NatureScot (n.d.). Protected Species Advice for Developers: Red
Squirrel. Available at: https://www.nature.scot/sites/default/files/2018-

09/Species%20Planning%20Advice %20-%20red%20squirrel.pdf
[Accessed September 2024].

|t is important to note that dreys alone are not diagnostic in
determining red squirrel presence. Rather, a range of evidence is
collected to ascertain the presence of red squirrel in any given survey
area.

" Collins, J. (ed.) (2016). Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists:
Good Practice Guidelines (3™ Edition). The Bat Conservation Trust,
London.

2 Collins, J. (ed.) (2023). Bat Surveys for Professional Ecologists:
Good Practice Guidelines (4™ Edition). The Bat Conservation Trust,
LLondon. Available at: https://www.bats.org.uk/resources/quidance-for-
professionals/bat-surveys-for-professional-ecologists-good-practice-
guidelines-4th-edition [Accessed October 2024].
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Table 2.4 Bat Roost Potential Categories (Structures)
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Eca):;zglst Roosting Habitat Features Commuting and Foraging Features g:;\/:}irement
Negligible | Negligible habitat features likely to support roosting, commuting or foraging bats. :\(la%jit:g\éeys
Structures in this category offer one or
more potential roost sites for individual,
opportunistically roosting bats. These sites | Habitat on and around the Site could be
do not offer the space, shelter or g:tesd %2 zggg:rl;’f?:ja g:; s%f;fg:tling Sunr?;edyuf:q::rgz\:gr
Low appropriate conditions to sypport large urbanised landscapes or linear veggtation structures.
numbers of bats or maternity roosts. features poorly connected to the wider No SUrvevs
Trees in this category include those of landscape (e.g., gappy hedges in an required %:)r trees
sufficient size and age to support suitable agricultural context). '
roosting features, but none are visible from
the ground.
One dusk and one
Structures and trees in this category offer Habitat on and around the Site is well- dawn survey
one or more roost site that, due to their connected to wider continuous habitat and | required for both
space, shelter or conditions,_ offer roosting offers commuting and foraging habitat to a structures and
Moderate potential for a range of species. Roosts Iarge.r number of ba.ts across a number of trees
may be more permanent, rather than species. (e.g., tree lines or linked gardens ’
opportunistic. Small maternity roosts of in the urban context, or continuous hedge/ | Tree-climbing may
common species may form in one of these tree lines and watercourses in an be an appropriate
roost sites. agricultural setting). alternative to dusk
and dawn surveys.
Habitat on and around the Site is diverse, | Three surveys,
Structures and trees in this category have continuous and linked to extensive including both
one or more potential roost sites that are suitable habitat. This category includes dusk and dawn
_ suitable for large number of bats. Roosts well-vegetated rivers, streams, hedgerows | elements.
High are likely to be permanent and include
maternity roosts. Potential roost sites exist and woodland edge-. Tree-climbing may
for a wide range of species or species of Habitat is sufficiently diverse to offer be an appropriate
particular conservation interest. opportunities to a wide range of species or | alternative to dusk
those of particular conservation interest. and dawn surveys.

Constraints and Limitations

2.23 Ecological surveys represent a snapshot of the faunal
and floral assemblages present at the time of survey. As such,
results cannot be used to determine long-term trends in
species and habitat populations or behaviours. The methods
described above represent current good practice, but the data
collected cannot be used to confirm the absence of a species
from the areas surveyed. The habitats recorded are therefore
considered with regards to their suitability to support protected
species, as well as undertaking direct searches for field
evidence.

2.24 All surveys aimed to avoid periods directly following
heavy rainfall, particularly for otter. This was to minimise the
risk of surveying areas where evidence had been washed

away and to reduce the health and safety risk of these
surveys. Whilst weather conditions were generally optimal,

occasional rainfall was unavoidable.

2.25 Surveys had to be abandoned in October 2023 due to
Storm Babet. Water levels were noted to be high following this
extreme weather event, particularly along the River Ugie.
While this is considered a constraint, protected species signs
were recorded throughout the ESA and it is considered
unlikely that this rainfall has caused a significant reduction in
evidence being present and therefore is not considered to
have had a negative effect on the assessment.
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Chapter 3
Baseline Results

Desk Study

3.1 A detailed account of the methods adopted, and
findings, is provided in Appendix 5.1, which also sets out the
legislative provisions afforded to protected species.

3.2 The desk study identified two records of otter, from 2011
and 2012, within a monad ™ that overlaps the Substation
Zone. It is likely that these records are associated with the
River Ugie, which is located within the monad.

3.3 In addition to the above, the desk study identified 257
records of bat species within the 10 km Study Area. No
records of bats were located within the Site.

Field Study

Proposed Development

3.4 The Site is located to the north-west of Peterhead within
the Aberdeenshire Council administrative area and covers an
area of approximately 523 hectares (ha). The location of the
Site is shown in Figure 5.1.

3.5 The onshore aspects of the Proposed Development will
include a landfall location, an onshore cable corridor (split into
two zones, A and B) and an onshore substation. The ongoing
working assumption is that the connection to the grid will be
made at a proposed new 400 kV substation being brought
forward by SSEN known as the SSEN Netherton Hub.

Site Overview

3.6 The Site currently comprises a range of lowland habitats
across a relatively level topography; mainly agricultural
pasture and commercial cropland with some areas of neutral
grassland, scrub and isolated stands of plantation woodland.

3.7 The Site is drained by a number of watercourses, the
largest of which is the River Ugie. The River Ugie flows
through the centre of Cable Corridor Zone A, and supports
areas of semi-natural broadleaved woodland, neutral
grassland, scrub and inundation vegetation along its
embankments. Within the agricultural pasture and cropland,
several man-made drains and channels are present.

3 A monad is a 1km x 1km square on an Ordnance Survey map, e.g.
NG 36 42.
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3.8 For more detailed descriptions of the habitats present
within the ESA, see Appendix 5.2.

Habitat Suitability and Evidence

3.9 The ESA supports a range of different habitat types, with
varying degrees of suitability for protected species.

Otter

3.10 Surveys identified some suitable habitat for otter along
the River Ugie in Cable Corridor Zone A. The River Ugie was
approximately 15-20 m in width, with moderate to fast flowing
water (Image 1, Annex A). The river contains flow at all times
of year which provides optimal commuting and foraging
opportunities for the species.

3.11 While suitable resting and breeding habitat, in the form
of broadleaved woodland, was present along the length of the
river, no breeding or resting evidence was discovered during
the surveys.

Table 3.1 Otter Evidence Recorded

Otter
Evidence

National Grid
Reference (NGR)

Location

Within the Site

Development

Technical Appendix 5.3: Protected Species Survey Report
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3.12 The Burn of Faichfield provides some suitable
commuting habitat for otter (Image 2, Annex A). The
watercourse is a tributary of the River Ugie, and flows through
a portion of Cable Corridor Zone B. The watercourse was
approximately 2-4 m wide, with moderate to slow flowing
water. The embankments were predominately grassland, with
broadleaved trees. While no otter evidence was recorded
within the Site, an old spraint was recorded along this
watercourse, within the 250 m buffer, confirming that otter are
using this watercourse, albeit sporadically.

3.13 The majority of the other watercourses, within the
remaining Development Zones, were considered unsuitable
for otter due to their width (0.2-0.5 m) or due to a lack of water
within their systems. The majority of the watercourses were
man-made drainage ditches or channels, providing drainage
for surrounding agricultural pastures.

3.14 Details relating to each otter sign are provided in Table
3.1.

Details

Spraint NK 09211 48849 River Ugie Cable Corridor Recent spraint recorded by the river on a
Zone A grassy bank (Image 3, Annex A).

Spraint NK 09042 48878 River Ugie Cable Corridor Recent spraint recorded by the river on a
Zone A grassy bank.

Spraint NK 08902 48958 River Ugie Cable Corridor All ages of spraint found on wooden post over
Zone A man-made culvert.

Within the ESA (250m Buffer)

Spraint NK 05951 47733 Burn of N/A Old spraint on a rock.

Faichfield
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Water Vole

3.15 The main watercourses within the ESA were unsuitable
for water vole as they were very wide and moderate to fast
flowing. Water vole prefer slow flowing water, with occasional
pools of deeper water, which allow them to escape from
predators. The majority of watercourses also lacked rushes,
which is a common food source for water vole.

3.16 While some of the man-made drainage channels did
provide better suitability for the species, the majority of the
channels contained little to no water, and did not possess
embankments steep enough for water vole burrows.

3.17 No evidence of water vole was identified during the
surveys and, as a result, they are not discussed further within
this appendix.

Pine Marten

3.18 The woodland recorded within the ESA included a mix of
broadleaved and coniferous woodland plantation or semi
natural woodland. However, these stands were isolated and
lacked the structural complexity that pine marten favour. The
woodland stands also lacked connectivity to the wider
landscape, which was dominated by agricultural land, which
further reduces suitability for pine marten.

Table 3.2 BRP within the Site and ESA

Technical Appendix 5.3: Protected Species Survey Report
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3.19 No evidence of pine marten was recorded during the
surveys and, as a result, they are not discussed further within
this appendix.

Red Squirrel

3.20 The woodlands within the ESA were a mix of
broadleaved and coniferous woodland, of both plantation and
semi natural origin. Some of these woodland stands could
provide some foraging and commuting opportunities for red
squirrel. However, these habitats lacked connectivity to the
wider area, and the wider landscape was fragmented by the
dominance of agricultural land. This reduces the suitability of
these woodlands for red squirrel.

3.21 No evidence of red squirrel was recorded during the
surveys and, as a result, they are not discussed further within
this appendix.

Bats

3.22 Structures and trees that were deemed to have BRP are
described in Table 3.2 below and shown in Figures 5.6a-e.

3.23 Woodland stands with negligible BRP are not discussed
but are shown within the above figure.

National Grid

Description

(NGR)

Within the Site

Reference

Development

Features
Zone

Category

Stand of ash Fraxinus excelsior, elm = Crevices (Image
and o1 ash Fraxinus exceisior, © NK 08951 Cable Corridor 4, Annex A) ,

Ulmus procera and sycamore Acer Mature 48961 Zone A ’ High
pseudoplatanus ®  Limb wounds

B  Rot holes
Woodland containing ash, alder Alnus .
glutinosa, beech Fagus sylvatica, Mature NK 09201 Cable Corridor | & Fissyres High

- . 48818 Zone A

sycamore, elm and willow Salix spp. )

®  Limb wounds

NK 05727 Cable Corridor

[
Ash Mature 46995 Zone B Knot hole Moderate
Line of ash, oak Quercus spp. and Mature NK 05942 Cable Corridor | Loose bark Low
sycamore 47013 Zone B
Line of Scot’s pine Pinus sylvestris NK 06059 Cable Corridor | o
and beech Mature | 45802 Zone B Loose bark Low
Within the ESA (250 m Buffer)
Ravenscraig Castle N/A At N/A = Gaps in pointing | High
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National Grid
Description Reference
(NGR)

Development
Zone

Features Category

m  Crevices
NK 07185 ®  Woodpecker
Sycamore Mature | 4o0s0 N/A hole Moderate
NK 09470 .
14 ]
Unknown Mature 48822 N/A Crevice Moderate
NK 09501 ;
[ |
Beech Mature 48826 N/A Crevice Moderate
m  Crevices
Woodland containing beech and NK 09518 N/A "L
sycamore Mature | sov1a / imb wounds Moderate
m  Knot holes
NK 09751 ;
[ |
Beech Mature 48803 N/A Crevice Moderate
m  Fissures
Ash Mature | hi 09382 N/A = Limbwounds | Moderate
m  Bat box
B Fissures
Woodland containing ash, alder,
hawthorn Crataegus monogyna, Mature | K 09363 N/A ®H  Knot holes Moderate
. 48852 to Low
beech, sycamore, elm and willow. )
®  Limb wounds
Woodland containing beech and Semi- NK 07282 N/A ®  Loose bark Low
sycamore mature 48047
Woodland containing ash, beech, oak Semi- NK 07650 N/A ®  Loose bark Low
and sycamore mature 48626
Line of trees containing beech and NK 08684 = Limb wound
Mature N/A Low
sycamore 49199 ®  Knot hole
. Semi- NK 06037 -
Line of ash trees mature | 45325 N/A Loose bark Low

3.25 The stands of woodland present within the ESA
generally lack the structural complexity favoured by protected
3.24 The ESA is predominantly comprised of agricultural land,  species. In addition to this, the woodland stands are isolated
consisting of a mix of improved grassland pasture and and surrounded by agricultural habitats, which significantly
commercial crop, neutral grassland, and isolated stands of reduces the suitability for a range of protected species such as
woodland. These habitats are largely unsuitable for protected ~ Pine marten and red squirrel.

species (with the exception of badger, see Appendix 5.4),
due to high volumes of disturbance and intensive land
management.

Discussion and Conclusion

3.26 However, despite the above, some habitats within the
ESA were noted suitable for otter and bat species.

' Tree has been naturally or commercial felled, leaving only the trunk. All ID features have been removed.
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3.27 The River Ugie, which flows through Cable Corridor
Zone A, provides optimal habitat for otter. The river is
approximately 15-20 m in width, with moderate to fast flowing
water. The river contains flow at all times of year which
provides optimal commuting and foraging opportunities for the
species.

3.28 Three recent spraints were recorded along the
embankment of the watercourse, confirming that otter utilise
the river for commuting and foraging purposes. It is likely that
otter use the watercourse sporadically as part of larger
commuting and foraging routes, as the River Ugie flows
through the wider landscape eventually discharging into the
North Sea, north of Peterhead.

3.29 While suitable resting and breeding habitat, in the form
of broadleaved woodland, was present along the length of the
river, no breeding or resting evidence was discovered during
the surveys.

3.30 The Burn of Faichfield provides some suitable
commuting habitat for otter. The watercourse is a tributary of
the River Ugie, and flows through a portion of Cable Corridor
Zone B. The watercourse was approximately 2-4 m wide, with
moderate to slow flowing water. The embankments were
predominately grassland, with some scattered broadleaved
trees. While no otter evidence was recorded within the Site, an
old spraint was recorded along this watercourse within the
250 m buffer, confirming that otter are using this watercourse,
albeit sporadically.

3.31 Suitable bat roosting habitat was recorded throughout
the ESA, but it was noted to be particularly abundant along the
embankments of the River Ugie. The woodland within this
area was mature and offered many potential roosting features
which can be utilised by bat species, such as crevices, limb
wounds, knot holes and lifted bark. Foraging opportunities
were plentiful, with bat species being able to utilise the river to
feed on local invertebrate populations.

3.32 Structures, individual trees or stands of woodland that
have been deemed to have ‘Moderate’ or ‘High’ BRP will be
subject to further survey if they are to be affected by, or
removed for, the Proposed Development.

Technical Appendix 5.3: Protected Species Survey Report
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Annex A: Images

Image 1: Optimal otter habitat along the River Ugie. Image 2: Suitable commuting habitat for otter along the Burn
of Faichfield. An old otter spraint was recorded further
upstream.

Image 3: Recently deposited otter spraint, on the
embankment of the River Ugie.
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