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6th February 2009

Dear Pauline

Aberdeen Western Peripheral Route (AWOR)

Detailed Ground Investigation Environmental Report
Thank you for sending a copy of the above report. I apologise for the delay in sending our comments to you.  The report is thorough and provides detailed description of the proposed locations for continuing ground investigation works during 2009.  I note some of these ground investigations are required in areas of natural heritage sensitivity including within the vicinity of the River Dee Special Area of Conservation (SAC).  As well as the report there are also a number of more detailed appendices, I have therefore provided comments below on various aspects of the report / appendices.

Main Report

Section 1 

In the last paragraph of this section, reference is made to potential changes in borehole and trial pit locations and the anticipation that any changes will be within a ‘short distance’.  We would recommend that any such changes are agreed both with the Contractor’s ecological clerk of works (ECOW) and also the ECOW employed by Jacobs.  

With regard to the tasks expected of ECOWs, it is not always clear within the text which ECOW is proposed for approving works.  It is however much clearer in the list of mitigation masseurs contained within Appendix 4.  Where it states liaison with Client’s ECOW, it may be clearer to state liaison in advance of works commencing.

Section 2.2

There appears to be a timing error in the timetable of works, works during November – February should finish no later than 1 hour before dusk, rather than as currently stated no earlier than 1 hour before dusk.

Section 3.2

We would recommend that landowners are contacted as early as possible to arrange access permission and to allow a timetable to be drawn up to provide flexibility in 
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avoiding areas with natural heritage interests at their most sensitive time. 

Section 4.2

Where any path will be disrupted due to access requirements for machinery or due to the location of bore holes / trial pits etc. consideration should be given to the Land Reform (Scotland) Act 2003 and guidance sought from the Aberdeen City or Aberdeenshire Councils with regard to the requirements for alternative, temporary diversions and signage etc. 
Section 4.3

We welcome the intention to follow advice and guidance from SEPA in relation to requirements under the Water Environment (Controlled Activities) (Scotland) Regulations 2005.  We also support the requirement to contact SNH prior to any GI works being carried out in the vicinity of the River Dee.
Appendix 1 – Contract Drawing (Exploratory Hole Locations Plans) / Appendix 2 – Environmental Constraints Drawings
SNH have no additional specific information in relation to any of the hole locations. SNH has no comments to make subject to the proposed mitigation measures being implemented as described and the comments provided in this letter.
Appendix 4 – Schedule of Environmental Mitigation Measures

SNH supports the list of proposed mitigation measures, we would however draw your attention to recommendations in relation to tree felling as detailed below under Appendix 11.  We also request the further consideration of an additional mitigation measure in the Land Use section as follows:

Where obstruction to paths / access etc. is unavoidable, liaison with the landowner and the relevant access officer from the Council should occur prior to works commencing.
Appendix 10 – River Dee SAC Method Statement

The River Dee SAC supports 3 qualifying species of international importance: Atlantic salmon, freshwater pearl mussel and otter. 

The Method Statement describes the likely emissions, residues and impacts associated with each of the Ground Investigation (GI) activities. It also details the mitigation measures that will be put in place.  From the information provided it is considered unlikely that any qualifying feature will be affected significantly either directly or indirectly. This view is subject to the Method Statement and proposed mitigation measures being implemented as described. I would recommend however that where any works have the potential to generate noise and / or vibration that SNH staff are contacted for further advice, in conjunction with advice being sought from the Dee District Salmon Fisheries Board.

We will be happy to provide further advice in relation to any Contractor(s) own Method Statement(s). 
Section 2.4
See comment above under Main Report regarding timing of works. 
Section 2.5

Please note Finlay Bennet has recently left SNH and therefore the contact details for SNH should be updated as follows:

Maggie Laws / Fiona Mutch

Maggie.laws@snh.gov.uk or Fiona.mutch@snh.gov.uk
Both can be contacted on 01224 642863. Please note Maggie works Mondays, Wednesdays and Thursday whilst Fiona works Thursdays and Fridays.

Water Protection Plan Proforma

The proposal for a proforma to be completed in advance of any GI works in close vicinity (30m) to water courses is supported.  It would be useful if these could be partially completed and sent to SNH at the same time as advance notice is being given for the works in proximity to the River Dee.
Appendix 11 – Red Squirrel Method Statement

As stated in the method statement there is currently no legal ability to issue licences for the deliberate destruction or disturbance of places of shelter / breeding for red squirrel.  Looking at the environmental constraints map and the proposed locations for the GI works, a number are located within areas of woodland.  It is recommended that the GI works should not require the felling of any trees with red squirrel dreys and instead alternative locations should be identified as identified in mitigation measure E50. 
Where any trees are required to be felled for access etc. it is recommended a proforma is devised which can assist the ECOWs in identifying whether or not protected specs are present such as red squirrels, the potential for the trees to be used as bat roosts, or have active bird nests.  This could be linked to mitigation measures E5, E7, E36, E37, E39, E44, E45, E49 and E50.  It is recognised that some of the mitigation measures identify the requirements for a method statement; the use of a proforma should be part of the method statement requirements.

I trust these comments are of assistance in preparing for the Ground Investigations works to be undertaken.  If you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

Erica Knott

Policy and Advice Manager, Casework Support

Cc Maggie Laws / Fiona Mutch SNH Aberdeen
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