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The Horse and the Rural Economy

Scotland’s equestrian industry is worth over £300 million to the Scottish economy annually. This figure excludes
the value of the horse racing industry, which is worth a further £300 million. Angus and Aberdeenshire are areas
of high horse ownership, so equestrianism is an important part of the rural economy. Recent joint research
between SRUC and The BHS showed current trends in the sector point to a continued increase in horse numbers
and riding activity in all geographical areas of Scotland and across a wide cross section of society, leading to
growth in the sector.

A national survey of riders who had recently given up their horse found that 27% of them had done so because
they had lost access and had nowhere to ride. Failing to accommodate horses on our local path networks may
lead to riders being forced to give up their horses, which in turn may damage the local economy.

| trust that the above information is of assistance. If you have any questions or would like to discuss the needs of
equestrians further, please do contact me.

Kind regards,

REDACTED

Catriona Davies
Scotland Access Officer
The British Horse Society
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The
British

Guidance fo Drivers of Large Vehicles

Horse
Society

Scotland

Horses are normally nervous of large vehicles, particularly when they do not often
meet them. They can run away in panic if they are really frightened. Whilst their
riders will do all they can to prevent this, should it happen, it could cause a serious
accident for other road users, as well as for the horse and rider.

In such a situation, the main factors causing the fear are:

Being approached by something which is unfamiliar to them and intimidating
A large moving object, especially if it is noisy

Lack of space between the horse and the vehicle

The sound of the vehicles air brakes

Anxiety on the part of the rider

How can you help?

¢ On seeing a rider, or riders, approaching — please slow down and be
prepared to stop if necessary.

¢ Be aware that the sound of your airbrakes may spook the horse.

¢ [f the horse, or horses, show signs of nervousness as you get closer, please
turn the engine off and allow them to pass.

¢ Please don’'t move off again until the riders are well clear of the rear end of
the vehicle.

» If you are approaching riders and wishing to overtake them, please approach
slowly, or even stop to give the rider’s time to find a gateway, or other place
off the road, where they can take refuge and create sufficient space between
the horse and vehicle. Horses are very aware of things coming from behind,
due to the position of their eyes.

* Please be patient. Most riders will do their best to reassure their horses even
though they may be feeling a high degree of anxiety themselves.

¢ Note: the safest place for the rider’s hands is on the reins, so if they are
anxious, they may only be able to nod their thanks to you — but please do be
assured that they will be very, very grateful for your consideration of their
situation.

THE BRITISH HORSE SOCIETY IS VERY GRATEFUL TO ALL DRIVERS WHO
ARE WILLING TO FOLLOW THESE GUIDELINES.
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From: Emma Bryce

To: Shafharia Khataza

Cc: Planning

Subject: RE: 240918 - Consultation Email to Consultee - Request for Scoping Opinion for proposed Section 37
Application for Kintore to Tealing 400kV Overhead Line

Date: 01 October 2024 14:27:50

Attachments: image001.png

Good afternoon Shah,

Thank you for consulting CNPA with this request for a Scoping Opinion. | would confirm
that CNPA has no comments to make regarding this,

Kind regards
Emma

Emma Bryce (she/her)
Planning Manager (Development Management)

T: 01479 870 564
= I

Usual working hours: Monday to Thursday

Cairngorms National Park Authority /
Ughdarras Pairc Naiseanta a’ Mhonaidh Ruaidh

14 The Square | Grantown on Spey | PH26 3HG

N, cirngorms.co.uk

Read our plan for the future: cairngorms.co.uk/PartnershipPlan


mailto:emmabryce@cairngorms.co.uk
mailto:Shafharia.Khataza@gov.scot
mailto:Planning@cairngorms.co.uk
https://cairngorms.co.uk/working-together/partnershipplan/

Cairngorms National Park Authority /
Ughdarras Pairc Naiseanta a’ Mhonaidh Ruaidh
14 The Square | Grantown on Spey | PH26 3HG

+44 (0) 1479 873 535 | cairngorms.co.uk
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Crathes Drumoak Durris Community Council Opinion on
Scoping Report Proposal for SSEN Kintore to Tealing 400kV
OHL

Land use: Agricultural land management and changes to other land use including
properties not deemed significant so scoped out.

Opinion: We disagree as the land take for these overhead lines is significant and will
impact the operability of some farms. Biosecurity needs to be given much more
attention, especially on agricultural land.

Effects on users of paths, cycle routes, tourism and recreational fishing are scoped
out.

Opinion: The Dee Valley is a Special Landscape Area and internationally important with
thousands of tourists travelling long the A93, including from cruise ships, to view the
countryside. Fishing on the Dee is important business locally, bringing in much income
and as such the impact of this proposal should be included in the EIA.

Landscape and Visual Amenity: Assessment on visual effects at night on landscape
character, visual amenity are scoped out for construction and operation.

Opinion: This is challenged as the area is an important one for viewing the aurora
borealis. There are numerous points where a very good view of the northern horizon can
be found. A massive pylon line across the countryside would have a detrimental effect
and so the visual impact at night should be in the scope of the EIA.

Cultural Heritage: Direct and indirect effects on cultural heritage from hydrological
change or vibration and seismic events scoped out. Assessment of direct operational
effects from maintenance or replacement works are to be scoped out.

Opinion: Water tables and drainage will be affected by the construction of these pylons,
impacting historically significant sites like wells, of which there are many in the area.
Noise from the lines disturbing the peace at archaeological sites will be significant and
so this should remain in scope of the EIA.

Ecology: Pearl mussels are scoped in but not Atlantic salmon. Construction impacts
scoped out. Operational impacts on habitats of conservation concern and protected
and notable species are scoped out.

Opinion: Ecology during construction and operation should be within scope as the
disruption of habitats will be significant for a number of species of conservation
concern. Atlantic salmon are sensitive to EMF and should also be considered in scope.
The Dee Valley is desighated as a Special Landscape Area and so the ecology of the
area must be within the scope of the EIA.

Hydrology etc: Effects on surface water quality, PWS, Groundwater abstractions and
GWDTE during operation and effects on peat and other soils during operations are
scoped out.
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Opinion: This is challenged as watercourses, PWS and water tables will all be impacted
by construction. This is significant to both local residents and wildlife and so should
remain in scope so that the impact is adequately assessed, recoghised and addressed.

Traffic and Transport: Scoped out during operation and maintenance

Opinion: This should remain within scope as operational and maintenance activities
will require heavy machinery and access to the towers, with the associated noise,
ground disturbance and CO2 pollution.

Noise & Vibration: construction noise and vibration in, not during operation.

Opinion: EIA regs require noise emitted to be included and so emissions of corona
discharge and aeolian noise should be within scope. There is plenty evidence that noise
from OHL power lines causes nuisance to residents.

Since SSEN has been served with a noise abatement notice for a substation on Beauly
to Denny, it is clear the estimating methods are underestimating operational noise.

An accurate noise impact assessment needs to be part of the submission for both
construction and operation.

Construction hours are excessive and should be limited to 5 days/week, 10hrs/day to
allow local residents respite.

Telecomms and Aviation: Scoped out

Opinion: BT require further information so any potential disruption to signals needs to
be assessed and addressed, telecoms should remain in scope. The area already has
issues with signal coverage and the addition of further disruptors needs to be fully
assessed.

Socio-economics: scoped out — must be submitted separately as this is a major
concern for local communities.

Landscape and Visual Amenity:
Revised study area of 3km (initially 10km) proposed for cumulative effects (Landscape
and Visual Impact Assessment and Zone of Theoretical Visibility)

Opinion: Visual impactis based on an average pylon height of 52m, not actual or
maximum height (70m). “significant effects on landscape character and visual amenity
are likely to occur beyond 3km from the OHL (5.1.7)’ so visual impact should be
assessed up to 5km given pylons up to 70m high.

Viewpoint list — add viewpoints at the keep of Drum castle and back gate to Drum Castle

In addition, community members have asked that the following viewpoints are added:
57.071424, -2.380588

57.114286, -2.38919

57.071251. -2.381294

Newhall, 57.094239, -2.378729

Miekle Eddieston, 57.113283, -2.338989

Drum hill, 57.090674, -2.348301
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Mains of Drum, 57.079107, -2.324358

Deeside Line crossing, 57.081820, -2.331406

57.08995° N, 2.35471° W (Kirsty Bailey)

Rosehall Cottage 57.0846943, -2.3326236

3 West Park Steading AB31 5AD. GPS 76430 97074

Broomfield Cottage, East: 377066 North: 800467

Upper Corskie, Dunecht, AB32 7ES Google grid: 57.179360, -2.424834
18 James Gregory Road 57.08557, -2.34563.

Viewpoint on south of Dee Valley 57°02'33.2"N 2°17'20.0"W
Upper Park West OS map grid ref 769 978

Myriewell House, Echt AB32 6UN. 57°08'42.4"N 2°25'12.5"W
Lochside Drumoak. 57.0767654, -2.3800940

Upper Park. 57.0701039, -2.3864079

Stirlings NO 77529 98693. East 377529 North 798692
Barrowsgate Cottage and House 57°5'13.91"N 2°21'42.69"W
Corskie Park. 57.174429, -2.420716

Dunecht Primary School 57.173894, -2.418624

School Playing Field 57.174562, -2.418366

Properties greater than 170m from proposed development will be scoped out. This
should be increased to 500m due to the height of the pylons (up to 70m)

Cumulative Impact

Development proposals where a Proposal of Application Notice has been lodged are
not termed as foreseeable, so not in scope.

Significant projects which are under construction at the point of carrying out the
cumulative assessment would not be considered as cumulative developments, so not
in scope.

Opinion: Contributory impacts of the same project should be included in cumulative
impact assessment regardless of the stage of construction, otherwise the overall visual
and other impacts cannot be properly assessed. Simply because a phase of a project is
in a different stage of development does not negate its impact.

Health — adherence to ICNRP Guidelines and so scoped out.

Opinion: Mental health is not covered, yet the definition of health from The WHO is “a
state of complete physical, mental and social wellbeing and not merely the absence of
disease or infirmity”. At no point does this proposal address mental health effects
(already significant in the community) and so health must be kept in the EIA. NPF4
requires developments to improve health and so this must be demonstrated in the EIA.

UK Exposure limits out of line with other countries at 360 microTeslas and SSEN has a
Duty of Care to protect the public from harm.

While the ICNIRP guidelines are considered not fit for purpose by many scientists
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(Hardell et al, 2021), it is documented in published scientific literature that harm occurs
below the ICNIRP guideline levels (Buchner et al, 2021). In support of this statement,
backed by 255 scientists from 11 countries, the EU levels for safe exposure are half the
amount allowed by ICNIRP (WHO).

To scope out health from the EIA because EMF exposures “should” comply with ICNIRP
guidelines is not backed by science. The Scientific Committee on Health and Emerging
Risks (SCHEER) working party on EMF reviewed no scientific papers on 400kv/ 6 GW in
2023, and as advisors to the United Kingdom Health and Safety Authority (UKHSA) there
appears to be no data to back this claim.

Also significantly UKHSA state “importantly there is no known mechanism or clear
experimental evidence to explain how these effects might happen.” However,

this contradicts published scientific evidence- including that reviewed in 2023,

by SCHEER. Ten papers studied by SCHEER were on this subject- making

the mechanism of harm clear in published science (Halgamuge et al, 2013; Giorgi et al,
2021; Panagopoulos et al, 2021).

ICNIRP guidelines are to govern acute effects of EMF & not long term effects (Laakso et
al, 2012). They are also not fit for purpose when the effects of SSEN’s plans on mental
health are considered. This is significantly seen within the community, even at this
stage in proceedings, partly caused by SSEN’s false reporting of the effects on house
prices (Naurud et al, 2012). This means people are stuck, anxious about living near
pylons, due to four decades of research showing this association with ill health, but
unable to sell their homes as the public perception of this risk is high, a planning
consideration in its own right (Kriebel at al, 2001). ICNIRP guidelines also do not cover
the effects of noise or other polluting factors from these plans (Meyer et al, 1989;
Halgamuge et al, 2013).

In conclusion to “scope out” health from this document as these plans “should” comply
with ICNIRP guidelines is wilfully disregarding the depth & breadth of negative effects
these plans will have on the health of those who will have to live adjacent to these
pylons, carrying four times the power than studied to date.

Climate Change Proposal would not be predicted to adversely interact with climate
change responses
Scoped out.

Opinion: It is unsatisfactory to refer to NPF4 and assumptions that as part of Strategic
Renewable Electricity Generation and Transmission Infrastructure the negative climate
effects of this proposal are no more than minor in significance. The CO2 impact of this
proposed OHL has not been compared with other technological solutions that are
available for the export of power from the North East of Scotland such as subsea HVDC.
The CO2 generated for the entire project, from mining of materials; production of steel,
concrete and aluminium; use of fossil-fuelled blast furnaces; transportation of
materials round the world; thousands of vehicle movements; disturbing ground and
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peat; felling thousands of trees, and decommissioning needs to be compared with that
of continuing to use fossil fuels from already existing infrastructure to ensure that the
project will be an environmental net benefit. Furthermore, the choice of technology, an
OHL, needs to be demonstrated as the most environmentally friendly solution for
transmission. Other lower-carbon solutions may well be available. The Net Zero date of
2030 is an arbitrary deadline and should not be prioritised over environmental impact.
As such Climate Change should be included in the EIA so that it can be demonstrated
that this project delivers a reduction in carbon output compared with continuing to use
existing infrastructure to burn fossil fuels. The first law of the environment is re-use.

The impact on the vulnerability of the infrastructure to climate change should be
included as there is a lot of local experience of lengthy power outages during severe
weather.

The second point relates to the scoping out of Climate Change in the request. This will
likely be one of the first scoping requests dealt with by the Energy Consents Unit since
the landmark ruling in Finch vs Surrey County Council in the Supreme Court in June 24.
Whilst this judgement relates in its detail to oil and gas development, the principles will
be applicable across all large infrastructure development proposals that carry
potentially significant carbon footprints. It cannot be enough for SSEN simply to
continue asserting that this project needs no assessment because it is helping the UK
meet its climate targets. The judgement appears implicitly to call for a reappraisal of the
requirements imposed under NPF4. This scoping request represents an early
opportunity for ECU to make a clear public statement about how it expects upstream,
downstream and supply chain emissions to be quantified in the context of electricity
infrastructure applications. For example, are such developments now required to
include an assessment of the GHG footprint of individual generating/storage
infrastructure projects that will only be possible if such a line upgrade were to go
ahead? Such clarity on the implications of the judgement at this stage may prevent the
whole system becoming bogged down in further legal argument at the point where
applications are submitted.

Another area not included is decommissioning. Offshore oil and gas infrastructure has
to plan how decommissioning will be done at the outset and the operator has to put
financial guarantees in place.

SSEN argue the life span of OHL is 80 years and thus so far away in time it is not worth
analysing. The justification for the line is to transmit wind generated power with turbines
having a 15 to 20 year lifespan. It is thus feasible that the OHL could become redundant
long before 80 years. The method of decommissioning, including removal of
foundations or compensating landowners if left in place should be scoped in. The
decommissioning will cause the same amount of disruption as the construction.

The question of who pays remains. The logic for other infrastructure is that the polluter

pays.

Health References:



ANNEX A Page 92

Bertagna, F., Lewis, R., Silva, S.R.P., McFadden, J. and Jeevaratnam, K., 2021. Effects of
electromagnetic fields on neuronal ion channels: a systematic review. Annals of the
New York Academy of Sciences, 1499(1), pp.82-103

Buchner K, Rivasi M. The International Commission on Non-lonizing Radiation
Protection: Conflicts of interest, corporate capture and the push for 5G. Available
online: https://www.michele-rivasi.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/ICNIRP-report-
FINAL-JUNE-2020_EN.pdf (2021).

Halgamuge, M.N., 2013. Pineal melatonin level disruption in humans due to
electromagnetic fields and ICNIRP limits. Radiation protection dosimetry, 154(4),
pp.405-416

Hardell, L., Nilsson, M., Koppel, T. and Carlberg, M., 2021. Aspects on the international
commission on non-ionizing radiation protection (ICNIRP) 2020 guidelines on
radiofrequency radiation. Journal of Cancer Science and Clinical Therapeutics, 5(2),
pp.250-285

Giorgi, G. and Del Re, B., 2021. Epigenetic dysregulation in various types of cells
exposed to extremely low-frequency magnetic fields. Cell and Tissue Research, 386,
pp.1-15

Kriebel, D., Tickner, J., Epstein, P., Lemons, J., Levins, R., Loechler, E.L., Quinn,
M., Rudel, R., Schettler, T. and Stoto, M., 2001. The precautionary principle in
environmental science. Environmental health perspectives, 109(9), pp.871-876.

Laakso, I. and Hirata, A., 2012. Computational analysis of thresholds
for magnetophosphenes. Physics in Medicine & Biology, 57(19), p.6147.

Meyer, R.E., Aldrich, T.E. and Easterly, C.E., 1989. Effects of noise and electromagnetic
fields on reproductive outcomes. Environmental Health Perspectives, 81, pp.193-200.

Navrud, S., Ready, R.C., Magnussen, K. and Bergland, O., 2008. Valuing the social
benefits of avoiding landscape degradation from overhead power transmission lines: Do
underground cables pass the benefit-cost test?. Landscape research, 33(3), pp.281-
296.

Panagopoulos, D.J., Karabarbounis, A., Yakymenko, |. and Chrousos, G.P., 2021.
Humanmade electromagnetic fields: lon forcedoscillation and voltagegated ion
channel dysfunction, oxidative stress and DNA damage. International Journal of
Oncology, 59(5), pp.1-16.

World health organisaiton, Magneticfields, Geneva: WHO, 1987. Envorpmental Health
criteria 69.

World Health Organization, 2007. Environmental health criteria 238: extremely low
frequency fields. Geneva: World Health Organization.


https://www.michele-rivasi.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/ICNIRP-report-FINAL-JUNE-2020_EN.pdf
https://www.michele-rivasi.eu/wp-content/uploads/2020/06/ICNIRP-report-FINAL-JUNE-2020_EN.pdf

ANNEX A Page 93

Demi Gray

From: Joshua Dickson

Sent: 30 October 2024 10:36

To: Econsents Admin

Subject: RE: 20241023 - Consultation on SSEN Transmission East Coast 400kV Phase 2 - Route Options,
Kintore-Fiddes-Tealing 440kV OHL Connection - your feedback is sought

Hello

| confirm that the assets of Crown Estate Scotland are not affected by this proposal at Kintore to
Tealing, and we therefore have no comments to make.

Josh

Joshua Dickson (he/him)
Assistant Portfolio Co-ordinator

Crown Estate Scotland

t: 0131 260 6075/ 07880 357938

From: Joan McGrogan

Sent: Tuesday, October 1, 2024 10:05 AM

To: Toby Metcalfe

Subject: 20241001 - Consultation on SSEN Transmission East Coast 400kV Phase 2 - Route Options, Kintore-Fiddes-
Tealing 440kV OHL Connection - your feedback is sought

Good morning Toby

I refer to Olivia’s email of 18" September 2023 and later emails requesting your comments. | can’tfind a
response from you.

We have received a further email from SSEN, please see the attached.

I would be grateful if you could provide your feedback before 21%* November 2024.
Thanks

Kind regards

Joan.

Joan McGrogan (she/her)

Portfolio Co-ordinator

Crown Estate Scotland

.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER - IMPORTANT NOTICE The information in this message, including any attachments, is
intended solely for the use of the person to whom it is addressed. It may be confidential and it should not be

1
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disclosed to or used by anyone else. If you receive this message in error please let the sender know straight
away. We cannot accept liability resulting from email transmission. Crown Estate Scotland's head office is at
Crown Estate Scotland, Quartermile Two, 2nd Floor, 2 Lister Square, Edinburgh, EH3 9GL.

From: Olivia Morrad
Sent: Monday, April 29, 2024 12:52 PM
To: Toby Metcalfe

Subject: 20240429 - Consultation on SSEN Transmission East Coast 400kV Phase 2 - Route Options, Kintore-Fiddes-
Tealing 440kV OHL Connection - your feedback is sought

Toby,

| have received the attached email from SSE regarding the proposed overhead lines from Kintore to Tealing.
Could you let Joan or | know if you have received a response from Tenants highlighted below?

Many thanks

Olivia Morrad
Assistant Development Manager
Crown Estate Scotland

Our team are currently working from home. Mail is occasionally being collected from our offices
(addresses are at www.crownestatescotland.com/contact-us). Where possible, please email or
call us rather than post mail.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER - IMPORTANT NOTICE The information in this message, including any
attachments, is intended solely for the use of the person to whom it is addressed. It may be
confidential and it should not be disclosed to or used by anyone else. If you receive this message in
error please let the sender know straight away. We cannot accept liability resulting from email
transmission. Crown Estate Scotland's head office is at Crown Estate Scotland, Quartermile Two,
2nd Floor, 2 Lister Square, Edinburgh, EH3 9GL.

From: Olivia Morrad

Sent: Monday, March 25, 2024 5:14 PM

To: 'Toby Metcalfe'

Subject: 20240325 - Consultation on SSEN Transmission East Coast 400kV Phase 2 - Route Options, Kintore-Fiddes-
Tealing 440kV OHL Connection - your feedback is sought

Toby

I’'ve not received a response from you in regards to this enquiry — have you responded direct?

| attach a new email from SSE.

I will forward on other enquiries which I’'ve not had a response to.

Many thanks

Olivia Morrad
Assistant Portfolio Co-ordinator
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Crown Estate Scotland

Our team are currently working from home. Mail is occasionally being collected from our offices
(addresses are at www.crownestatescotland.com/contact-us). Where possible, please email or call us
rather than post mail.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER - IMPORTANT NOTICE The information in this message, including any attachments, is
intended solely for the use of the person to whom it is addressed. It may be confidential and it should not be
disclosed to or used by anyone else. If you receive this message in error please let the sender know straight
away. We cannot accept liability resulting from email transmission. Crown Estate Scotland's head office is at
Crown Estate Scotland, Quartermile Two, 2nd Floor, 2 Lister Square, Edinburgh, EH3 9GL.

From: Olivia Morrad

Sent: Monday, September 18, 2023 9:30 AM
To: Toby Metcalfe
Subject: 20230918 Consultation on SSEN Transmission East Coast 400kV Phase 2 - Route Options, Kintore-Fiddes-
Tealing 440kV OHL Connection - your feedback is sought

Good morning Toby
| hope you are well.

The route for this OHL crosses the following agreements :-

Lease_Ref GIS_File_Ref Lease_Description Tenant_Name Property_Classification
77058221 SAL62(2) Glenbervie Laurencekirk & River
etc&Balmakewan District
Etc
00004562 SAL61(2) Luther Water J Alexander River
Drumnagair
00014811 SAL213 River Cowie Stonehaven & River
Dist.Angling Assc
00007223 River Bervie & Stonehaven & River
Carron Dist.Angling Assc
77300027 CRF36 (2) Rvr Don at Kintore  Kintore Angling River
Club

| would be grateful if you could request comments. The deadline for this has passed, but, | have liaised with SSE on
this.

Kind regards

Olivia

Olivia Morrad
Assistant Portfolio Co-ordinator
Crown Estate Scotland
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Our team are currently working from home. Mail is occasionally being collected from our offices (addresses are at
www.crownestatescotland.com/contact-us). Where possible, please email or call us rather than post mail.

LEGAL DISCLAIMER - IMPORTANT NOTICE The information in this message, including any attachments, is intended
solely for the use of the person to whom it is addressed. It may be confidential and it should not be disclosed to or
used by anyone else. If you receive this message in error please let the sender know straight away. We cannot
accept liability resulting from email transmission. Crown Estate Scotland's head office is at Crown Estate Scotland,
Quartermile Two, 2nd Floor, 2 Lister Square, Edinburgh, EH3 9GL.

From: Muckley, Albert_>

Sent: Thursday, May 11, 2023 10:36 AM

To: Muckley, Albert _>

Subject: Consultation on SSEN Transmission East Coast 400kV Phase 2 - Route Options, Kintore-Fiddes-Tealing 440kV
OHL Connection - your feedback is sought

On behalf of SSEN Transmission, | am writing to invite your feedback, as part of our formal consultation
process, on the Route options associated with the new Kintore — Fiddes — Tealing 400kV overhead line
(OHL) connection which forms a part of the East Coast 400kV Phase 2 project.

We are seeking your feedback by 9th June 2023. If you require additional time to respond, please let me
know.

Project Summary

SSEN Transmission is proposing to establish a network of 400 kilovolt (kV) electricity transmission
infrastructure across the northeast of Scotland. This is needed to provide greater capacity and flexibility for
the transmission of electricity generated in the north of Scotland, in particular from the increasing number
of offshore wind farms and to help meet the Scottish Government’s energy and Net Zero targets.

A key part of the infrastructure upgrade is the proposed new 400kV OHL approximately 106 km in length,
which will connect the existing Kintore Substation with a proposed new 400 kV substation at Fiddes, in
Aberdeenshire and continue south to connect to a proposed new 400kV substation at Tealing, in Angus.

We have completed a comparative appraisal of a series of alternative route options within which the new
OHL could be developed. The findings of that appraisal are presented in the Route Selection Consultation
Document available at the link below:

Kintore-Fiddes-Tealing 400kV OHL Connection - SSEN Transmission (ssen-transmission.co.uk)

Consultation
Over the coming months SSEN Transmission will continue to engage with Statutory Consultees and
stakeholders to further understand constraints and identify potential opportunities.

Public consultation events have commenced and include face to face and virtual consultation. Details of
the events and project documentation, including a public consultation booklet covering all East Coast
Phase 2 projects, are available at the link below.

Kintore-Fiddes-Tealing 400kV OHL Connection - SSEN Transmission (ssen-transmission.co.uk)

Other Consultation

In parallel SSEN Transmission is also consulting on Corridor options for the OHL and two proposed new
400kV substations at Fiddes and Tealing. Links to Consultation Documents for these projects are provided
in section 1.1 of the Route Selection Consultation Document at the link above.

Thank you for taking the time to read this email and consider this request for feedback. As noted above,
please let me know if you require additional time to respond or if you have any queries.
4
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Wendy Talbot

Ministry of Defence
Safeguarding Department
St George's House

DIO Headquarters
Defence DMS Whittington
Lichfield
Infrastructure e e
Organisation WS14 9PY
Your Reference: ECU00005225 MoD Telephone [N
E-mail: DIO-safequarding-
Our Reference: DIO10059874 statutory@mod.gov.ukK

Shafharia Khataza
Energy Consents Unit
Scottish Government
5 Atlantic Quay

150 Broomielaw

GLASGOW
G2 8LU 1 October 2024

Dear Shafharia

MOD Safequarding — SITE OUTSIDE SAFEGUARDING AREA (SOSA)

Proposal: Request for a scoping opinion for the proposed section 37 application for the
Kintore to Tealing 400kV Overhead Line; the installation of approximately
106km of double circuit 400kV overhead line, supported by steel lattice towers

Location: Kintore, north west of Aberdeen to Tealing, north of Dundee

Grid Ref: North — Kintore Easting: 377124 Northing: 814308
Mid — Hurlie Easting: 378945 Northing: 786012
South — Tealing Easting: 338773 Northing: 737692

Thank you for consulting the Ministry of Defence (MOD) on the above proposed development which
was received by this office.

The Defence Infrastructure Organisation (DIO) Safeguarding Team represents the Ministry of Defence
(MOD) as a consultee in UK planning and energy consenting systems to ensure that development does
not compromise or degrade the operation of defence sites such as aerodromes, explosives storage
sites, air weapon ranges, and technical sites or training resources such as the Military Low Flying
System.

The application is for a Scoping Opinion Request for 106km of 400kV overhead power lines on
towers with an average height of 57m.

Low Flying

In this case the development falls within Low Flying Area 14 (LFA 14), an area within which military
aircraft may conduct low level flying. The addition of a development featuring tall or narrow profile
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Demi Gray

From: JRC Windfarm Coordinations Old <windfarms@jrc.co.uk>

Sent: 08 October 2024 21:24

To: Shafharia Khataza

Cc: Econsents Admin; Louise Gunstensen; Wind SSE

Subject: Kintore to Tealing 400kV Overhead Line - ECU00005225 [WF493275]

Dear shafharia,

A Windfarms Team member has replied to your co-ordination request, reference WF493275 with the
following response:

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your advisory regarding the proposed Overhead Line (OHL) development:
Project Name: Kintore to Tealing 400kV OHL

ECU Number: ECU00005225

We have reviewed the current proposed OHL tower locations and have identified that numerous
towers have the potential to cause interference with fixed links and point to multipoint links operated
by the local Distribution Network Operator (DNO).

Based on this assessment, we advise that final tower positions are agreed upon and confirmed to no
longer pose an obstruction.

We are happy to assist with this coordination.

It is crucial to note that any changes to the development details, particularly the positioning or scale
of any towers, will necessitate a re-evaluation of the proposal. We will require precise grid references
for the final tower locations to ensure they do not interfere with existing infrastructure.

Our assessment is based on the best available data and known interference scenarios. However, we
recognize that there may be unforeseen or inadequately predicted effects. Therefore, we cannot be
held liable if unforeseen issues arise that we have not predicted.

Please note that our objection pertains only to the date of this issue. Given the dynamic nature of the
spectrum use, you are advised to seek re-coordination before submitting a final planning application.
This step will help mitigate the risk of objections arising from any new developments between your
initial enquiry and the finalization of your project.

If you require any further assistance or have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact us by
phone or email.

With best wishes,

The Windfarm Team
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Friars House

Manor House Drive

Coventry CV1 2TE

United Kingdom

Office: 02476 932 185

JRC Ltd. is a Joint Venture between the Energy Networks Association (on behalf of the UK Energy
Industries) and National Grid.

Registered in England & Wales: 2990041

About The JRC | Joint Radio Company | JRC

We hope this response has sufficiently answered your query.

If not, please do not send another email as you will go back to the end of the mail queue, which is
not what you or we need. Instead, reply to this email by clicking on the link below or login to your
account for access to your co-ordination requests and responses.

https://breeze.jrc.co.uk/tickets/view.php?id=34137
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Demi Gray

From: JRC Windfarm Coordinations Old <windfarms@jrc.co.uk>

Sent: 12 November 2024 10:40

To: Shafharia Khataza

Cc: Econsents Admin; Glenn Waktare; Louise Gunstensen; Wind SSE
Subject: Kintore to Tealing 400kV Overhead Line - ECU00005225 [WF493275]

Dear shafharia,

A Windfarms Team member has replied to your co-ordination request, reference WF493275 with the
following response:

Hi Glenn,

We've had further discussions with SSE. These discussions were required to better understand how
they wanted us to proceed with such projects given that the OHLs themselves are a part of the SSE

group.

The outcome of these discussions was that, following an initial holding objection, we shall a) offer a
exclusion zone report in which we would advise the areas along a proposed OHL route corridor to
avoid and b) liaise with appropriate contacts from within SSE/Neos to determine what link data can
be released on a case by case basis.

Again, more than happy to join a discussion on this topic.
Kind regards,

Jacob Chambers

Systems and Data Analyst

JRC Ltd

E: jacob.chambers@jrc.co.uk

-

Address: Joint Radio Company Ltd Friars House Manor House Drive Coventry CV1 2TE

We hope this response has sufficiently answered your query.

If not, please do not send another email as you will go back to the end of the mail queue, which is

not what you or we need. Instead, reply to this email by clicking on the link below or login to your
1
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account for access to your co-ordination requests and responses.

https://breeze.jrc.co.uk/tickets/view.php?id=34137






