
SEPTEMBER 2018 EIA REPORT VOLUME II 

 

 
 

 

C
O

N
T

E
N

T
S

: 
V

O
L

U
M

E
 I

I 
–

 L
IS

T
 O

F
 F

IG
U

R
E

S
 

1 

 

CONTENTS: VOLUME II – LIST OF FIGURES 

Chapter Figure Number Figure Title 

NTS NTS Figure 1 Seagreen Onshore And Offshore Project Boundaries 

Chapter 1  Figure 1.1 Seagreen Onshore And Offshore Project Boundaries 

Chapter 3 Figure 3.1 Firth of Forth Zone and Seagreen Phases  

Figure 3.2 Bathymetry in Relation to Project Alpha and Project Bravo Boundaries  

Figure 3.3 Project Alpha (70 WTG) and Project Bravo (50 WTG) Indicative Wind Farm Layouts 

Figure 3.4 Project Alpha (60 WTG) and Project Bravo (60 WTG) Indicative Wind Farm Layouts 

Chapter 5 Figure 5.1 Project Alpha and Project Bravo Boundaries 

Figure 5.2 Project Alpha (70 WTG) and Project Bravo (50 WTG) Indicative Wind Farm Layouts 

Chapter 8  Figure 8.1 Ornithological study area 

Chapter 9 Figure 9.1 Optimised Seagreen Project  

Figure 9.2 Herring Spawning and Nursey Areas 

Figure 9.3 Sandeel Habitat Preference 

Figure 9.4 Cod Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.5 Sprat Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.6 Mackerel Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.7 Plaice Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.8 Saithe Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.9 Lemon Sole Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.10 Spotted Ray Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.11 Spurdog Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.12 Tope Shark Spawning and Nursery Areas 

Figure 9.13 Scallop Fishing Intensity (2009 – 2013) 

Figure 9.14 Nephrops Spawning, Nursery Grounds and Fishing Intensity 

Figure 9.15 Catch Data for Rod Caught Salmon 

Figure 9.16 Noise Contours (Group 3 Fish Including Herring) for 3,000KJ Monopile Installation at Project Alpha 

Figure 9.17 Noise Contours (Group 3 Fish Including Herring) for 3,000KJ Monopile Installation at Project Bravo 

Figure 9.18 Noise Contours (Group 3 Fish Including Herring) for 3,000KJ Monopile and 1,800KJ Jacket Installation at Project Alpha 

Figure 9.19 Noise Contours (Group 3 Fish Including Herring) for 3,000KJ Monopile and 1,800KJ Jacket Installation at Project Bravo 

Chapter 10  Figure 10.1 Marine Mammal Management Units and SACs 

Figure 10.2 Noise Modelling Locations 

Figure 10.3 August 2016 Harbour Seal Haul-out Counts 

Figure 10.4 Harbour Seal Telemetry Tracks 



EIA REPORT VOLUME II SEPTEMBER 2018 

  
  

 

C
O

N
T

E
N

T
S

: 
V

O
L

U
M

E
 I

I 
–

 L
IS

T
 O

F
 F

IG
U

R
E

S
 

 

2 

 

Chapter Figure Number Figure Title 

Figure 10.5 Harbour Seal At Sea Usage 

Figure 10.6 August 2016 Grey Seal Haul-out Counts 

Figure 10.7 Grey Seal Telemetry Tracks 

Figure 10.8 Grey Seal At Sea Usage 

Figure 10.9 Bottlenose Dolphin Density Grid 

Figure 10.10 Project Apha Concurrent Monopile & Pin Pile Jacket Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Harbour Seal At-Sea Usage Grid 

Figure 10.11 Project Apha Monopile Installation Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Grey Seal At-Sea Usage Grid 

Figure 10.12 Project Apha Concurrent Monopile & Pin Pile Jacket Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Bottlenose Dolphin Density Grid 

Figure 10.13 Project Apha Concurrent Monopile & Pin Pile Jacket Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the SCANS III Survey Blocks 

Figure 10.14 Project Bravo Concurrent Monopile & Pin Pile Jacket Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Harbour Seal At-Sea Usage Grid 

Figure 10.15 Project Bravo Monopile Installation Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Grey Seal At-Sea Usage Grid 

Figure 10.16 Project Bravo Concurrent Monopile & Pin Pile Jacket Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Bottlenose Dolphin Density Grid 

Figure 10.17 Project Bravo Concurrent Monopile Installation Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the SCANS III Survey Blocks 

Figure 10.18 Concurrent Pin Pile Jacket Project Alpha & Project Bravo Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Harbour Seal At-Sea Usage Grid 

Figure 10.19 Concurrent Pin Pile Jacket Project Alpha & Project Bravo Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Grey Seal At-Sea Usage Grid 

Figure 10.20 Concurrent Pin Pile Jacket Project Alpha & Project Bravo Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the Bottlenose Dolphin Density Grid 

Figure 10.21 Concurrent Pin Pile Jacket Project Alpha & Project Bravo Dose-response Unweighted SELss Noise Contours Overlain on the SCANS III Survey Blocks 

Figure 10.22 CIA Projects Considered Quantitatively (Either By Tables Or PCOD) 

Chapter 11 Figure 11.1 Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) in the vicinity of the study area  

Figure 11.2 Study area 

Figure 11.3 UK Surveillance sightings by method (2011-2016) (source: MMO, 2016) 

Figure 11.4 Average Annual Landings values by fishing method (2012-2016) (source: MMO, 2016) 

Figure 11.5 Average Annual Landings values by species (2012-2016) (source: MMO, 2016) 

Figure 11.6 Average Annual Landings values by vessel size (2012-2016) (source: MMO, 2016) 

Figure 11.7 Average UK Landings for Scallop 2012-2016 (MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.8 Average UK Landings for Squid 2012-2016 (MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.9 Average UK Landings for Nephrops 2012-2016 (MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.10 Average UK VMS Value by Dredge 2012-2016 (MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.11 Average UK VMS Effort by Dredge 2012-2016 (MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.12 AIS Tracks for Scallop Dredges May - November 2017 

Figure 11.13 Average UK VMS value for dredges for the entire UK (2012-2016) (source: MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.14 Average UK VMS effort for dredges for the entire UK (2012-2016) (source: MMO, 2018) 

Figure 11.15 Average UK VMS Value by Demersal Trawls 2012-2016 (MMO, 2018) 



SEPTEMBER 2018 EIA REPORT VOLUME II 

 

 
 

 

C
O

N
T

E
N

T
S

: 
V

O
L

U
M

E
 I

I 
–

 L
IS

T
 O

F
 F

IG
U

R
E

S
 

3 

 

Chapter Figure Number Figure Title 

Figure 11.16 Average UK VMS Effort by Demersal Trawls 2012-2016 

Figure 11.17 Squid Trawling fishing grounds based on consultation with fishermen (source: BMM, 2011) 

Figure 11.18 Trawling Grounds based on Consultation with Local Fishermen (2017) 

Figure 11.19 Creeling Grounds based on Consultation with Local Fishermen (2011) 

Figure 11.20 Creeling Grounds based on Consultation with Local Fishermen (2017) 

Figure 11.21 Scottish White Fish Producers Association Creel Positions 7th January - 9th May 2018 

Figure 11.22 Nephrops Trawling Grounds based on Consultation with Local Fishermen (2011) 

Figure 11.23 ScotMap average vessel numbers for Nephrops trawlers (2007-2011) (source: Marine Scotland, 2017) 

Figure 11.24 Scotmap Average Number of <15m Vessels for Nephrops Trawlers 2007-2011 

Figure 11.25 UK Study Area and Other Windfarms Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.26 Average UK VMS Value for Dredge 2012-2016 and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.27 Average UK VMS Effort for Dredge 2012-2016 and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.28 UK Average VMS Value for Scallop Dredge (2012-2016) and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.29 UK Average VMS Effort for Scallop Dredge (2012-2016) and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.30 UK Average VMS Value for Demersal Trawl (2012-2016) and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.31 UK Average VMS Effort for Demersal Trawl (2012-2016) and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Figure 11.32 Creeling Grounds based on Consultation with Local Fishermen (2017) and Locations of Other Projects Included in the Cumulative Assessment 

Chapter 12 Figure 12.1 Optimised Seagreen Project Boundaries and Minimum 10nm Study Area 

Figure 12.2 Cumulative Scenario 

Figure 12.3 Navigational Features 

Figure 12.4 MAIB Incidents (1994-2014) 

Figure 12.5 RNLI Incidents (2005-2014) 

Figure 12.6 Vessel Type (2017 Validation Survey) 

Figure 12.7 Fishing Vessels (2017 Validation Survey) 

Figure 12.8 RYA Recreational Atlas and AIS Density 

Chapter 13  

 

Figure 13.1 Site Location and 50km radius Study Area (Alpha + Bravo) 

Figure 13.2 Hub height banded ZTV with viewpoints (Alpha) 

Figure 13.3 Hub height banded ZTV with viewpoints (Bravo) 

Figure 13.4 Hub height banded ZTV with viewpoints (Alpha + Bravo) 

Figure 13.5 Blade Tip Height banded ZTV with viewpoints (Alpha) 

Figure 13.6 Blade Tip Height banded ZTV with viewpoints (Bravo) 

Figure 13.7 Blade Tip Height banded ZTV with viewpoints (Alpha and Bravo) 

Figure 13.8 Blade Tip (Alpha and Bravo) ZTV with Obstructions from woodland 



EIA REPORT VOLUME II SEPTEMBER 2018 

  
  

 

C
O

N
T

E
N

T
S

: 
V

O
L

U
M

E
 I

I 
–

 L
IS

T
 O

F
 F

IG
U

R
E

S
 

 

4 

 

Chapter Figure Number Figure Title 

Figure 13.9 Comparative ZTV – Blade Tip ZTV: 2014 Scheme and Proposed RWCS Scheme (Alpha + Bravo) 

Figure 13.10a Comparative ZTV – 2014 scheme and proposed RWCS scheme (Alpha) North 

Figure 13.10b Comparative ZTV – 2014 scheme and proposed RWCS scheme (Alpha) South 

Figure 13.11a Comparative ZTV – 2014 scheme and proposed RWCS scheme (Bravo ) North 

Figure 13.11b Comparative ZTV – 2014 scheme and proposed RWCS scheme (Bravo ) South 

Figure 13.12 Seascape (and Landscape) Character Areas - overlain with comparative ZTV for Alpha + Bravo and the consented 2014 layout 

Figure 13.13 Landscape Designations - overlain with comparative ZTV for Alpha + Bravo and the consented 2014 layout 

Figure 13.14 Principal Visual Receptors - overlain with comparative ZTV for Alpha + Bravo and the consented 2014 layout 

Figure 13.15 Cumulative offshore and onshore wind farms (Alpha + Bravo) 

Figure 13.16 Cumulative ZTV: Alpha + Bravo with IC and NNG 

Figure 13.17 Cumulative ZTV: Alpha + Bravo with (IC and NNG) and (Kincardine and Forthwind ) 

Figure 13.18 Cumulative ZTV (on and offshore): 
• Scenario 1: Seagreen RWCS (Alpha and Bravo) + all offshore operational and consented schemes + all LPA identified/agreed large onshore operational and consented schemes 

Figure 13.19 Cumulative ZTV (on and offshore): 
• Scenario 2: Seagreen RWCS (Alpha and Bravo) + all offshore operational, consented and + all LPA identified/agreed large onshore  In-planning schemes + all onshore operational, consented and In-planning schemes 

Figure 13.20 VP1: Garron Point – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.21 VP2: St Cyrus – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.22 VP3: White Carterthun – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.23 VP4: Montrose – set of 7 figures 

Figure 13.24 VP5: Breahead of Lunan – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.25 VP6: Arbroath – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.26 VP7: Carnoustie – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.27 VP8: Fife Ness – set of 6 figures 

Figure 13.28 VP9: North Berwick Law – wireframe only (Alpha + Bravo) – set of 2 figures 

Figure 13.29 VP10: Dunbar Cliffs – wireframe only (Alpha + Bravo)  

Figure 13.30 VP11: Pinderachy – wireframe only (Alpha + Bravo)  

Figure 13.31 VP12: The Geot/Ben Tirran – wireframe only (Alpha + Bravo)  

Figure 13.32 VP13: Isle of May - wireframe only (Alpha + Bravo)  

Figure 13.33 VP14: Bell Rock Lighthouse 

Figure 13.34 VP4 and VP6: Height Comparison Figure 

Figure 13.35 VP8 and VP9: Height Comparison Figure 

Chapter 14 Figure 14.1 Study Area 

Figure 14.2 Chart Showing Assessed Indicative Turbine Locations  

 


