
       
 

Version 1.0: August 2021 
michaelsant@econsultingmalta.com Page 1 

 

 

Environmental Impact Assessment 

Document 4: Addendum – EIA Review Comments 

 
C.G.L. Oil Blenders Ltd. 

PA 3816/18 - Proposed internal addition to existing factory 

including a biodiesel production unit and an extension to 

the existing factory including a Bio. Plant with PV Panels 

on the roof 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:michaelsant@econsultingmalta.com


       
 

Version 1.0: August 2021 
michaelsant@econsultingmalta.com Page 2 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
@econsulting has prepared this report for the sole use of C.G.L. Oil Blenders Ltd.; the contents of this report are 

based primarily upon information provided by the client, and such information has not been independently verified 

unless explicitly stated. Such information provides the basis for any conclusions and recommendations included 

in this document, which are not to be construed as legal or tax advice, and which are to be considered in the 

context within which the entire document was prepared. No liability is accepted for the use of this document other 

than the purposes for which it was drafted. 

 

Cover image from Google Earth (2017) 

mailto:michaelsant@econsultingmalta.com


1 
 

Responses on the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
 

PA 3816/18: Proposed internal addition to existing factory including a Bio. Diesel Production unit and an extension to the existing factory including a Bio. Plant with PV Panels on the roof.  
Site at HHF29, Hal Far, Qasam Industrijali, Birzebbuga, Malta 

 
1. ERA comments  
 

A. Comments on the Coordinated Assessment (CA) Report  
 
Ref 
No 

Section  Pa
ge  

ERA comment 
(30/03/2021) 

Responses (29/04/2021) ERA comments 
(11/05/2021) 

Responses 
(10/06/2021) 

ERA comments on 
updated EIA report 
(05/07/2021) 

Responses (19/07/ 
2021) 

ERA comments on 
updated EIA report 
(29/07/2021) 

1. General  / Include section on 
water, sewage, 
runoff management, 
energy, 
telecommunications 
and ancillary 
facilities as per 
section 1.2.5 of the 
EIA Terms of 
Reference. Where 
relevant, these must 
be supported by 
layout plans.  

Para 16 states ‘Services (electricity and water) will 
extend from existing provision, while no amendment 
to existing sewerage arrangements are required.’ 
Para 12 and 14 all comment that the flooring is/will be 
impervious, and that the proposal includes 
development of a reservoir. No further development 
of facilities is required. 
 

Noted. - / / / 

2. 9 10 Include further 
details and photos to 
describe the site and 
its surroundings.   

Below please note Image 1 taken from page 9 of the 
EIS; Annex 1 to this addendum includes photographs 
of the streetscape illustrating the industrial nature of 
the area. These are reproduced from Appendix 9 of 
the Technical Appendices.  
 

Image 1:  aerial photograph of site as existing, (Planning 
Authority Geoserver, 2016).  
 
Also included in Annex 1 to this EIS addendum is an 

Street-view photographs 
are to be included following 
a site visit.  These should 
be accompanied by a 
description of the site and 
its surroundings.  
 
Figure/image 1 provided in 
Annex 1 to this addendum 
provides a birds-eye-view 
of the South-East area of 
Malta and not photos of the 
site and its surrounding 
uses. Include in the revised 
coordinated assessment.  

Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments.  / / 
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aerial photograph demonstrating the relationship the 
area illustrated above to the entire MIP estate, and 
the surrounding context of the estate. 
 

3. 9  Include reference to 
all environmental 
designations, 
including Natura 
2000 sites in the 
vicinity. The extent 
of these 
designations should 
be mapped and 
illustrated on a 
larger scale to 
provide a 
comprehensive 
understanding of the 
site context.  

Appendix 4a includes the following site designations: 
 
 a bird sanctuary located within 50m radius of the 

radio station at Benghajsa, protected under the 
Conservation of Wild Birds Regulations (S.L. 
549.42), located just over 1.1 kilometres away; 
and 

 Wied Znuber and the coastal cliffs, that surround 
the industrial estate to the south, east and west, 
where the closest point to the proposed 
development is 300m away, that is protected 
under the following legal instruments: 
 

 Special Area of Conservation 
under the Habitats directive 
(92/43/EEC) - Rdumijiet ta' 
Malta: Ir-Ramla tac-Cirkewwa sa 
Il-Ponta ta' Benghisa; 

 Special Area of Conservation of 
International Importance LN 
257/03 & GN 223/05 

 Special Protected Area (SPA) 
under the Wild Birds Directive 
(79/409/EEC) - Rdumijiet ta' 
Malta: Wied Moqbol sal-Ponta 
ta' Benghisa, as per Government 
Notice No. 1379 of 2016, in 
accordance with the Flora, 
Fauna and Natural Habitats 
Protection 

 Regulations, 2016 (S.L. 549.44); 
and 

 an Area of Ecological 
Importance under the 
Development Planning Act 

 

This information is an 
integral part of the EIA and 
such is to be included in the 
EIA coordinated 
assessment.  

Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments.  / / 

4. Life 
Cycle: 
Construc
tion 
phase  

13- 
14 

Include a breakdown 
of the types and 
estimated quantities 
of raw material to be 
used. 

Kindly note data provided by the project architect: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Material/waste/machinery  Quantities 

Raw materials 

Inert material  755.5 cum. 

Gravel  906 cum. 

Soil  
Concrete  
Asphalt 

42 cum.  
660 cum.  
100 cum. 

Noted.  To be included in 
the revised EIA 
coordinated assessment  

Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments.  / / 
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5. General / Reference to 

Construction Site 
Regulations (S.L. 
552.09) should read 
Environmental 
Management 
Construction Site 
Regulations (S.L. 
552.09). 

Correct reference to these regulations is made 
regularly in the EIS – the occasional typographic error 
is regretted. 

Amend and include in the 
revised coordinated 
assessment. 

Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments. / / 

6. 75- 76   39 The EIA is 
acknowledging the 
cultural heritage 
value of the area. In 
this regard, the EIA 
is to provide a 
description of any 
cultural heritage 
assets within the 
area of study.  
 

Kindly refer to feedback to SCH as provided below. To be included in the 
revised coordinated 
assessment 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No further 
comments.  

/ / 

7. 77 40 With respect to the 
point on edible oil 
refining co ltd. 
IP0001/08/A kindly 
note that the 
reference to the 
‘permitting process 
had not been 
concluded’ is to be 
removed.  

Reference is to submission of IPPC permit submitted 
by CGL Ltd, and not to IP 0001/08 

Amend and include in the 
revised coordinated 
assessment 

Included in 
updated EIA 

/ / / 

8. 85 – 87 
 
97-106 

43 For each 
environmental 
parameter 
assessed, the EIA 
Coordinated 
Assessment is to 
include a description 
of the baseline 
environmental 
conditions, the likely 
impacts, the 
proposed mitigation 
measures and the 
likely residual 
impacts.  The EIA 
Coordinated 
Assessment should 
be a standalone 
document that 
provides a 
comprehensive 
understanding of the 
project and its likely 
impacts to the 
reviewer. In this 
regard, the 
description of the 
environmental 
parameters 

Kindly note Annex 2 Annex 2 has been noted. 
However, the EIA 
Coordinated Assessment 
has to identify, describe, 
and assess the direct and 
indirect effects of a project 
on fauna and flora; soil, air, 
climate and the landscape; 
material assets and the 
cultural heritage; and the 
interaction between all 
these factors. In this 
regards, these are to be 
included in the revised 
coordinated Assessment. 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Considering the site 
context, ERA has no 
further comments. 

Noted / 
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presented in the 
respective technical 
reports area to be 
included in the 
Coordinated 
Assessment.  

9. Table 4      Reference is made to 
‘Light pollution’ in table 4.  
 
It is unclear how the 
overall impact is ‘low’ and 
the residual impact is 
‘negligible’ without any 
mitigation measures 
proposed.  
 
Kindly clarify.  
 
 

Mitigation is clearly 
indicated in para 112 and 
para 12 of appendix 8. 
Overall impact is low, and 
residual impact is 
negligible, given context 
of site. This has been 
updated in Table 4 

Noted.  

10. 95 48 The Area of 
Influence of the 
project should not 
be limited to the site 
boundary but 
extends beyond the 
site boundary. In 
this regard, an 
indication of the 
extent of the Area of 
Influence is to be 
provided for all 
relevant 
environmental 
aspects in which the 
impacts are likely to 
extend beyond the 
project’s site.  

Observations made in the technical Appendices 
regarding area of influence:  

 land use is limited to the site boundary; 
 ecology and biodiversity are not within the 

area of influence of the project as 
highlighted by the maps and distances 
provided in Appendix 4a; 

 emissions to air should not extend beyond 
the site boundary, as per the observations in 
para 8 & 9 of Appendix 5 on emissions to 
air; 

 geology, water management and the 
potential for land contamination are 
expected to be limited to the site boundary 
as observed in Appendix 6, given the 
impervious flooring and collection of waters 
within a reservoir;  

 waste management as reviewed in 
Appendix 7, though wastes will need to be 
dispatched to other facilities;  

 noise and vibrations are expected to be 
abated by the built fabric, as reviewed in 
Appendix 8;  

 visual impact and impact on landscape are 
expected to be restricted to the existing 
streetscape as reviewed in Appendix 9; 

 energy efficiency and carbon emissions are 
not relevant to area of influence;   

 cultural heritage issues will be restricted to 
the site should any features be found; and  

 the potential of incidents may result in 
emissions that extend beyond the site 
boundary, depending on  

 
Overall, Para 95 states that: ‘Area of influence of the 
project varies according to the aspects considered, 
such area tends to be limited to the site boundary 
(as illustrated in Plan 7 overleaf). The only 
exceptions are light pollution and visual impact, 
where the former will contribute generally to skyglow 

These are to be included in 
the revised coordinated 
assessment.  
 
 
 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Considering the site 
context, ERA has no 
further comments.  

Noted / 
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as is the case for all other light sources, and the 
extent of change to the streetscape.’ 
 

Plan 7: CGL Oil Blenders factory site (Planning Authority 
base map, 2019) indicated as a dark outline. The area in 
red is indicative of the streetscape which is affected by the 
proposed development. 

 
 
 
Similarly, para 110 observes that ‘The only 
environmental impact that may result from this 
operation that may be transported to residences is 
that related to possible emissions from a fire. 
However, the possibility of occurrence is expected to 
be low given the mitigation measures adopted, and 
the emissions expected to be heavily diluted given 
the limited volumes of material stored, and the 
distances involved.’ 

11. 97- 106 49 
– 
51  

The assessment 
should not only be 
limited to direct 
impact from the 
project but should 
also assesses any 
indirect secondary 
impacts, as per 
Section 4.0 of the 
EIA Terms of 
Reference.    

Kindly note Annex 2 Noted.  Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments.  / / 

12. 97 - 106 49 - 
51 

The EIA Report is to 
make use of the 
terminology 
provided in Section 
93 of the CA to 
quantify and assess 
the impact/s 
envisaged.  
For example the 
use of the term 
‘negligible’ is to be 

Kindly note Annex 2; please also note that the term 
‘negligible is defined in para 93 (see footnote). 

ERA’s comment still 
stands.  
 
ERA notes the definition 
and is in agreement with 
the use of the term 
‘negligible’.  On the other 
hand,  the term ’absent’ 
used to assess the visual 
impact is not the term used 
in impact assessment,   In 

Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments.  / / 
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used with the 
impact envisage is 
not envisaged or 
absent.  

this regard, ‘absent’ is to be 
replaced by with an 
appropriate impact 
assessment terminology.    

13. 105 51 Photomontages are 
to be included in the 
Coordinated 
Assessment report 
as part of the main 
assessment.  

Kindly note Appendix 1 to this addendum. No photomontages are 
included in 
Appendix/Annex 1 to this 
addendum.  
 
The photomontages are to 
be included in the revised 
coordinated assessment.  

Included in 
updated EIA 

No further comments. / / 

14. 106 51 An assessment is to 
be carried out in 
terms of cultural 
heritage to confirm 
or otherwise the 
likely impacts with 
respect to cultural 
heritage on the site 
proposed, over and 
above any 
requirements issued 
by the SCH.  

Kindly refer to feedback to SCH as provided below. To  be included in the 
revised coordinated 
assessment 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No further 
comments. 

/ / 

15. Table 5  59 a) Whilst 
noting the 
inclusions of 
monitoring 
requirement
s, the 
monitoring 
requirement
s to be 
considered 
include 
those from 
the BAT on 
Large 
Volume 
Organic 
Chemicals, 
BAT from 
storage and 
BAT from 
waste 
treatment, 
which will be 
tackled as 
part of the 
IPPC 
application. 
Notwithstan
ding, it must 
be ensured 
that the 
requirement
s of the 
aforementio
ned Best 
Available 

a) The inclusion of monitoring requirements is 
derived from these BAT conclusions. The 
designs of the project as currently presented 
in the development permit are sufficient to 
cater for the requirements of BAT. 

b) Kindly refer to table 3 (environmental impacts 
during construction, operation and 
decommissioning processes, and relevant 
mitigation measures highlighted in the 
technical reports), where the emissions from 
the factory are to take place through a carbon 
filter. 

c) management of odour impacts will be 
ensured through proper containment of 
wastes, and the use of hermetically sealed 
plant to contain emissions 

a) Noted, monitoring 
strategy required 
employed will be tackled 
further through the IPPC 
application. 
 
b)Applicant is to clarify 
which emission points will 
be abated through the 
carbon filter and as per 
BAT requirements propose 
the installation of 
further/alternative 
mitigation measures for the 
relevant processes as may 
be necessary.  
 
c) Noted, odour 
management will be 
tackled further through 
IPPC application. 
 

a) Noted 
 

b) Given in 
section on 
mitigation 
measures 
 

c) Noted 

A clarification is required 
regarding which emission 
points will be abated 
through the carbon filter 
and as per BAT 
requirements propose 
the installation of 
further/alternative 
mitigation. 

Para 107 states that: 
‘The plant has inbuilt 
methanol recovery 
systems, and the building 
will be equipped with a 
carbon filter to capture 
emissions.’ This will be 
evaluated further in the 
IPPC process. 

Noted.  
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Techniques 
BREF 
documents 
are catered 
for at design 
stage.  

b) With respect 
to air 
monitoring, 
confirmation 
is required 
as to 
whether 
there will be 
any 
channelled 
air 
emissions. 

c) Identify the 
provisions 
will be in 
place to 
ensure 
minimal 
odour 
impacts.  
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B. Comments on the Non-Technical Summary (NTS)  

 
Ref 
No 

Section  Page  ERA comment 
(30/03/2021) 

Responses (29/04/2021) ERA comments 
(11/05/2021) 

Responses 
(10/06/2021) 

ERA comments 
(05/07/2021) 

Responses (19/07/ 
2021) 

1. 3 3 Include all 
environmental aspects 
assessed in the 
Coordinated 
Assessment.  The NTS 
is to provide a 
comprehensive 
summary of the EIA 
findings, including the 
likely residual impact/s   

Noted - the following environmental aspects have been 
assessed, and the following are the findings and resultant 
mitigation: 
 

• land use is deemed to be beneficial in that this is a 
compatible use of land designated for industrial use, 
and optimal area for waste management operations 

• areas significant in terms of ecology and biodiversity 
are deemed to be outside the area of influence of the 
proposal; 

• emissions to air are mitigated as required by IPPC Best 
Available Technique, where emissions from storage 
and operations are abated by filters; 

• geology, water management and the potential for land 
contamination are mitigated by adoption of 
impermeable surfacing and the required storage 
provisions (particularly bunding); 

• waste management is mitigated through the adoption 
of waste acceptance criteria and procedures, 
proposals for the proper storage and containment of 
wastes during storage and processing; 

• noise and vibrations are contained by the building 
envelope; 

• visual impact and impact on landscape are restricted to 
the surrounding streetscape, where the proposal is 
consistent with the surrounding industrial context; 

• energy efficiency and carbon emissions are mitigated 
by ensuring efficient use of plant, use of PV panels; and 

 Fire, Safety and Ventilation were considered in detail, 
and mitigation measures proposed to control the risk. 

These are to be included in 
the revised NTSs.  

Included in updated EIA No further comments. Noted 

2. 3 3 Environmental impacts 
and environmental risks 
are not the same. Kindly 
distinguish between the 
two.  

The text in the NTS refers to impacts resulting from the list of 
environmental aspects.  
 

Noted.   / / / 

3.4 3 Reference to 
Construction Site 
Regulations (S.L. 
552.09) should read 
Environmental 
Management 
Construction Site 
Regulations (S.L. 
552.09). 

Noted / / / / 
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C. Comments on the Technical Appendices 
 

Ref No Section  Page  ERA 
comment 
(30/03/2021) 

Responses (29/04/2021) ERA comments 
(11/05/2021) 

Responses 
(10/06/2021) 

ERA 
comments 
(05/07/2021) 

Responses 
(19/07/2021) 

ERA 
comments 
(29/07/2021) 

1.  General / All figures 
should have a 
clear and 
illustrative 
legend. 

Noted No revised version 
has been submitted to 
date.  

Included in 
updated EIA 

ERA’s original 
comment still 
stands.  

All figures 
have been 
reviewed, and 
sufficient 
detail to 
interpret the 
figures is 
available. 

Noted. 

2.  Appendix 
2 

/ The 
declaration for 
the 
identification 
of consultant 
and 
contributors 
has not been 
submitted. 

Included on page 20 No revised version 
has been submitted to 
date. 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Declaration 
included in 
related to 
Regulation 
17(3) of the 
EIA 
Regulations 
(re conflict of 
interest).  
 
Include a 
signed copy 
of the 
declaration on 
page 12 of the 
EIA Terms of 
Reference (i.e 
The 
declaration 
for the 
identification 
of consultant 
and 
contributors) 

Attached. Noted.  

3.  General / Repetitive 
introductory 
description of 
the project. 

This has already been amended and discussed with ERA. Some degree of repetition is necessary 
if documents are to be read as free-standing documents. Comments included above necessitate 
inclusion of detail which had been removed from previous versions. 
 

Noted.  Included in 
updated EIA 

/ / / 

4.  General / An indication 
of the extent 
of the Area of 
Influence is to 
be provided 
for all relevant 
aspects in 
which the 
impact is 
expected to 
extend 
beyond the 
site boundary 
of the project.  

See response to comment 9 above. To be included in the 
revised technical 
appendices. 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Considering 
the site 
context, ERA 
has no further 
comments. 

Noted / 

5.  Appendix 
4a 
Point 3 

/  Reference to 
Natura 2000 
sites in the 
vicinity must 

All relevant protected areas designations in the vicinity are highlighted in point 9. Point 3 is a 
factual list of features. 

To be included in the 
revised technical 
appendices. 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No 
further 
comments.  

Noted / 
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also be 
included. 

6.  Appendix 
4a 
Point 6 – 
7  

/ Photos are to 
be included to 
compliment 
the 
description of 
the 
surrounding 
land uses, 
existing 
ecology and 
biodiversity.  

Kindly note response to ERA comment 2 above. Street-view 
photographs are to be 
included as a result of 
site visits and should 
be accompanied by a 
description of the site 
and its surroundings.  
Refer to comment 2 in 
the CA section above.  

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No 
further 
comments. 

Noted / 

7.  Appendix 
4a  
Plan 4  

 Site proposed 
for 
development 
is to be 
marked. 

Kindly note below: 
Plan 4:  location of proposed project indicated in Blue (source: Planning Authority Geoserver, 2018). Topographic countours (10m) 
are in red. Violet areas are industrial units; areas in green are protected coastal cliffs and associated communities; the yellow area 
is a bird sanctuary. 

 
 
 

Noted. Kindly include 
in revised technical 
appendices. 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No 
further 
comments. 

Noted / 

8.  Appendix 
4a 

/ What is the 
assessment 
of impacts in 
terms of land 
use? The 
potential 
impact of the 
proposed 
development 
in terms of 
land use are 
to be 
assessed.  

Review of the policy framework applicable to the site is provided in the section on Development 
Planning Policy, and Appendix 4b. The proposal is not in conflict with the policies evaluated, and 
is consistent with the designated industrial use of the site as an industrial estate. Given that the 
nature of the activity proposed, location on an industrial area is considered to be beneficial. 
 

The environmental 
assessment is to 
assess the impact of 
the proposal (during 
both construction and 
operation) on the land 
use and not linked to 
a development 
planning policy.    

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No 
further 
comments. 

Noted / 

9.  Appendix 
4a 

/ Identify any 
potential 
impact/s (if 
any) arising 
from the 

Kindly refer to image 2 in Appendix 1 to this Addendum, where the site of the proposed 
development (and associated panels) is highlighted in red. An appreciable surface area of the 
factory units closer to the cliffs are already covered in panels, and any resultant impact from these 
panels is already part of the existing scenario. The location of the proposed development is further 
back from the cliff edge than other industrial sites, which effectively masks the effect of the panels 

The EIA report does 
not consider the 
impact on avifauna as 
a result of the 
proposed solar 

Included in 
updated EIA 

Noted. No 
further 
comments. 

Noted / 
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proposed 
solar panels 
on avifauna, 
especially 
when taking 
into 
consideration 
the 
environmental 
designations 
in the 
surroundings. 
This should 
also feature in 
the 
Coordinated 
Assessment.  

to be deployed as part of this application. Any impact is consequently cumulative, and the overall 
impact significance is deemed to be low. 
 
An updated EIA table is appended in Annex 2. 
 

panels. Kindly 
include.  
 
 
Updated EIA table in 
annex 2 has not been 
included. This is to be 
included in the 
revised EIA 
documentation.  

10.  Contents 
/  
Appendix 
4a and 
Appendix 
4b  

3 
7 
15 

It has been 
noted that 
Appendix 4b 
(which related 
to the relevant 
planning 
policies) has 
been included 
with the 
ecology and 
biodiversity 
appendix. 
Kindly 
separate 
‘relevant 
planning 
policies’ in a 
separate 
appendix.  
 

Kindly note that Appendix 4b is already separate from Appendix 4a on Land use, Ecology & 
Biodiversity. 

/  / / / 
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2. Consultees’ Comments on EIA Report (29th January 2021 – 3rd March 2021) 
 

A. BirdLife Malta (email dated 3rd February 2021) 
 

Comments  
Thanks for sending over the EIA documentation. It is encouraging to see that light pollution is becoming a mainstay in such 
assessments. 
 
As is the case with this development located at the Hal Far industrial estate, the industrial estate area abuts on the nesting site of 
globally important populations of Scopoli’s and Yelkouan Shearwaters. The end result of this development as indicated in the 
coordinated assessment shall be one of increased skyglow despite the mitigations measures considered and the attention to 
lighting which is commended.  
 
Every year, BirdLife Malta and police authorities are called upon to rescue a number of shearwater strandings that occur in the 
area. This is particularly relevant during the fledging periods of these seabird species – during June and July for Yelkouan 
Shearwaters, and during October for Scopoli’s Shearwater. 
 
If at all possible, it would be a further mitigation measure if ERA had to suggest that during both the construction and operational 
phases of the development, the development in question is inspected daily in the early morning hours during these months for the 
possibility of any stranded shearwaters within or close to the premises in question. This would ascertain that in the likelihood of a 
stranding, personnel can get in touch with BirdLife Malta, police or ERA in order to rescue, rehabilitate and release such strandings. 
 
Trust this suggestion can be considered. 

As noted in the EIS document, the effect of this project will be cumulative with that of the industrial 
estate, where lighting and reflective surfaces are already present. Given the distance from the cliffs and 
the industrial units shielding the site, the effect of this specific development on the shearwaters is 
unlikely. 
 
The IPPC permit that will eventually regulate this permit will require regular inspection of plant; in the 
eventually that any injured or stranded wildlife is encountered, reference to Birdlife Malta and ERA will 
be made. 

 
 

B. Regulator for Energy and Water Services (email dated 11th February 2021) 
 

Comments  
The comments from the Regulator for Energy and Water Services are regarding:  
 

 Biofuels: It is to be reminded that once the development is approved , the Company has to apply for a notification or 
authorisation to carry out the Activity of a Biofuels and, or Bioliquids Operator as per the requirements of the S.L. 
545.15 Biofuels and Bioliquids Market Regulations prior operating;  

 
 Fuel Storage: Storages of class 2/3 fuels (e.g. diesel, gasoil, fuel oil, …) in the existing factory and also any storages to 

be installed in the biodiesel production unit:  
 

 storing fuel to be used on site such as for heating (in boilers), for generators, for fire pumps, for machinery, etc.; 
and 

 having a combined volume of stored fuel exceeding 300 L; 

require a notification to/authorisation from the REWS as per the Petroleum for the Inland (Retail) Fuel Market Regulations 
(S.L. 545.22);  

 PV Panels: In terms of the Electricity Market Regulations S.L.545.13, in case the electricity generation plant is larger than 
16Amps/phase it would require an authorisation prior to construction issued by the Regulator, otherwise a notification has 
be submitted to the Regulator.   The applicant shall apply with the Regulator using the appropriate form and providing the 
necessary documentation as listed in the application form provided by the REWS for this purpose. The documentation to 
be submitted to REWS may be either a request to be allocated a feed-in tariff under the feed-in tariff Regulations or a 
request for an authorisation/notification (as applicable) in case that the photovoltaic is not eligible to a feed-in tariff or the 
applicant is not seeking a feed-in tariff or has been allocated a feed-in tariff through a competitive bidding process.  

 
A no objection for the connection of the plant to the grid from the Distribution System Operator - DSO (Enemalta plc) will 
also be a required. The DSO issues the “No Objection” after performing the grid study based on the technical details 
provided by the applicant.  

 
The clearance to generate electricity from the plant would be issued by REWS on completion of the plant prior to its 

connection to the grid. 

The permitting requirements of REWS are noted, and the required applications will be submitted. 
 
There is no intention to store fuels on site.  
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Applicants are to follow the guidelines provided for this purpose on the Regulator’s website, link: 

https://www.rews.org.mt/#/en/rewspal/150. 
 

 
 

C. Din l-Art Helwa (email dated 26th February 2021) 
 

Comments  
Din l-Art Helwa is seriously concerned about the complete failure to assess the potential impact on cultural heritage in any detail 
whatsoever. 
 
It is by no means sufficient to quote the SCH's correspondence and leave it at that. 
 
The section on cultural heritage should at the very least include; 
- historical context of the area 
- location of archaeological findings already confirmed in the area 
- further details on archaeological findings already confirmed in the area  
- extent of risk posed by proposal on potential remains 
- consideration of possible mitigation measures 
 
Without the above, the EIA is not comprehensive and fails to provide a clear understanding of the impact of that being proposed. 
 
The aim of an EIA is to establish the potential impact at this stage.  
 
The carrying out of such assessment after the application has been approved would be useless - once the site is 
committed to development, any remains found will be buried under the development, or locked away in some obscure 
room within the built complex. Such treatment of heritage assets is completely unacceptable. Archaeological remains 
must be preserved in their context and not compromised so severely due to negligence on the authorities' part.  
 
We trust the above will be duly considered by the competent Authority. 
 

 
The area in question is of limited area (circa 1,800m2), heavily disturbed by past works, and completely 
surrounded by industrial development.  
 
The only scheduling of cultural heritage in the recommended catchment is a menhir in Wied Znuber (see 
blue arrow below), just within the catchment area, and just outside the boundary of the Industrial Park 
(protection afforded by GN1082/09). Other structures having scheduling protection outside this 
catchment are farm structures, and a chapel. 
 

 
  
The recommended monitoring programme for the proposal (as detailed in the EIS) includes 
archaeological monitoring. Review of Museum Reports and ASCH Annual Reports highlight various rock 
cut tombs that had been found in the general environs of Hal Far (as is the case in many areas). 
However, there are no clear indication that these fall within the area of study recommended by the SCH. 
It is maintained that monitoring of clearance works during preparation for foundations should give the 
clearest indication as to whether archaeologically significant structures or materials are present on site. 
Terms of Reference had been asked from the Superintendence of Cultural Heritage (SCH) in December 
2018, but these await issue of the PA permit. 
 
Finds in the general environs include are included in the following reports. The Hal Far aerodrome is a 
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useful geographical reference point, given that the proposed project is located on this site. 
 
• The 1921-21 reports make reference to archaeological finds to the northwest of the aerodrome, 
indicating habitation of the area from Neolithic to early Roman times, but these do not appear to be 
within the area of study. 
• The museum report of 1930-31 registered the discovery of a tomb at Hal Far, again west of the 
aerodrome and out of the range of the area of study 
• The museum report of 1937-38 describes four rock cut tombs of the Roman period (vertical 
shaft and burial chamber) within the aerodrome premises. this area is largely out of the area of study, 
and the precise location of three of these tombs is not given. All were recorded as being damaged 
(ceiling destroyed). The fourth is described next to the RAF buildings, indicating that it is likely to be out 
of the area of study (as may be noted from the 1968 survey sheets). 
• The museum report of 1947 describes a rock cut tomb at Hal Far in 1939 – the reference to the 
parade ground in the proximity indicates that the tomb is most likely out of the area of study. 
• The museum report of 1946-47 registers the find of a tomb in the proximity of the Bizebbuga-
Hal Far road, probably out of the area of study. 
• The 1977-78 report includes two Punic rock cut tombs at the Hal Far football ground – the only 
ground noticeable in the 1968 survey sheets is outside the area of study. 
• The 1990 report includes the discovery of two rock cut tombs under the Asfaltar premises, well 
outside the area of study. 
• The 1999 report highlight discovery of another Roman tomb in Hal Far, now incorporated in a 
development. 
 
The author is aware of the sporadic findings in the area, and has recommended archaeological 
monitoring as part of works. 

 
D. The Energy and Water Agency (email dated 3rd March 2021) 

 
Comments  
From an energy management perspective, here are a few points you may take into consideration from the First Consultation Period 
which have yet to be considered:  

 Ensuring that any equipment installed is of a high energy efficiency standard.  
 The consideration of installing heat recovery systems where technically viable, specifically with respect to the heating 

systems used for process heating.  
 With regards to the process heating part of the system you may opt to consider implementation of the other technologies, 

such as the installation of Air to Water Heat Pumps.  
 The consideration of blending the produced biodiesel with any planned fuels to meet any energy demands required for 

process heating.  
 It could also be beneficial to install a building management system (BMS) to better control the energy consumption within 

the facility and maximise on any potential energy savings.  
 In the case of any external lighting installations, we would suggest looking into the use of solar-powered, solar tubes and 

energy efficient lighting systems where applicable.  
 
From an energy management perspective, here are a few points you may take into consideration from the Second Consultation 
Period:  
With reference to document PA 3816_18 EIA Coordinated Assessment: -  

 Life Cycle: Operational Processes page 17 point 30, it is being emphasised that the resulting FAME biodiesel adheres 
strictly with the minimum quality requirements of the quoted EN standard.  

 Environmental Policy Context page 26 point 56, reference is being made to S.L. 423.28 which has since been replaced by 
S.L. 545.17. It is therefore strongly recommended that the applicant reviews this Legislation and update the documents 
accordingly.  

 Energy & Climate Policy page 28-29, please revise and amend any references with respect to the NREAP and NECP so 
that all quotes are from the proper respective documents.  

 

Comments on energy management are noted; as stated in the project description, the equipment 
proposed is purposely built for such purpose, and energy efficiency is a consideration in selection of the 
pump. Retrofitting of further measures on purchased equipment needs to be undertaken with caution. 
 
No blending of fuels is proposed on site. 
 
A Building Management System is not necessarily an optimum solution, given that most of the energy 
consumption on site is presently lighting. It is the intention of the applicant to consider potential for 
energy saving later in the process when commissioning electrical works, to optimise consumption of 
energy and reduce costs. 
 
Regarding the bullet points see responses in bold: 
 

 Life Cycle: Operational Processes page 17 point 30, it is being emphasised that the resulting 
FAME biodiesel adheres strictly with the minimum quality requirements of the quoted EN 
standard. Noted and agreed, as substandard biodiesel would defeat the scope of the 
project. 

 Environmental Policy Context page 26 point 56, reference is being made to S.L. 423.28 which 
has since been replaced by S.L. 545.17. It is therefore strongly recommended that the applicant 
reviews this Legislation and update the documents accordingly. This is a direct quote from 
the policy text, and the requirements of the updated legislation will be addressed 
accordingly in the REWS permitting provisions. 

 Energy & Climate Policy page 28-29, please revise and amend any references with respect to 
the NREAP and NECP so that all quotes are from the proper respective documents. Quotes 
are mainly from the NECP, with the exception of the first part of point 65 which derives 
from the NREAP. The misattribution is regretted. 
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E. Department for Health Regulation (email dated 4th March 2021) 
 

Comments  
With reference to environmental impact assessment dated 29th February 2021 regarding subject indicated in caption, kindly be 
informed that this Directorate would like to submit the following comments/recommendations regarding this proposal. 
 
Should this proposal be accepted, the applicant is to adopt best practice methods together with good site practices and ensure 
compliance with Environmental Management Construction Site Regulations during the construction phase. Moreover, applicant is 
to implement all proposed mitigation measures so as to cause least nuisance and mitigate adverse air (from dust dispersal and 
emissions from vehicles and machinery), noise and vibration impacts on sensitive receptors in the Area of Influence, (nearest 
residences is at 50m from Scheme site) and on the general public. Hence the importance of drawing up and implementation of a 
Construction Management Plan to ensure adherence to proper site management practices to address groundwater and surface 
water pollution, to mitigate other adverse construction impacts, including construction traffic impacts and to ensure safety 
measures. Monitoring of construction works is also highly recommended to ensure implementation of all necessary mitigation 
measures and adherence to work practices throughout all the phases of the project.  
 
Measures mentioned to ensure that surface run-off, water used for dust control, water used for wheel washing and general cleaning 
off the facility are to be adopted and maintained during construction and operational phase. Furthermore, if any spraying machinery 
is used to spray water to limit dust emissions should be treated with chlorine to prevent risk from Legionaries disease. 
 
Safe and proper handling of raw materials on site should also be ensured. Adequate preventive measures are to be taken regarding 
the potential accidental spillage of hazardous fluids, fuel and lubricants which are also to be well managed and adequately stored.  
 
It is also pertinent that during the operation of the scheme all proposed mitigation measures are strictly implemented to mitigate 
all environmental risks especially through underground, surface and airborne pollution. 
  
Waste management strategy should be adopted and implemented during the construction and operational phases so that all 
generated waste streams will be contained, separated and disposed of safely through the appropriate facilities and according to 
the necessary permits/licences. Any removal and disposal of any hazardous waste, adherence to regulatory codes and procedures 
and due diligence is important in view of the health and safety and any adverse impacts on sensitive receptors. 
 
Generated wastes, cleaning chemicals, etc. from any temporary sanitary facilities for on-site workers should be properly disposed 
of. All water for human consumption and personal use at said facilities is to be adequate, potable and from an approved source 
(preferably from the Water Utility Supply i.e.Water Services Corporation). 
 
Every restroom present in the premises should be supplied with a wash hand basin and adequate source of ventilation and light. 
The wash hand basin should be supplied with potable water. The wash hand basin must be connected to a wastewater pipe that 
discharge on a gully trap situated in open area and connected with regular drains. 
 
It is recommended that construction traffic follows established specific routes and adequate site management together with other 
measures such as storing or transporting creed sand and other loose building materials in containers with suitable covers which 
effectively prevent dispersal of dusts, washing of wheels and other dust control measures are taken to mitigate adverse dust 
impacts and nuisances from heavy vehicles during transportation. All other mitigation measures which may be necessary to 
minimise nuisances and adverse health impacts from construction traffic are to be implemented. 
 
All equipment and machinery need to be in good state of repair to prevent nuisance and spillage on the roads during transportation 
of waste oil form households and commercials premises. In the case that, the filled cans with waste oil that will not meet the 
requirements to be process in the Bio. Plant will be left at supplier? How will this waste oil be stored and disposed of? All relevant 
laws and regulations are to be abide to. 
 
All proposed mitigation measures regarding adverse impacts arising from this development during the operation phase, particularly 
the emissions of methanol during the process, are to be implemented by applicant. This will mitigate any significant adverse health 
effects and nuisances on sensitive receptors in the Area of Influence and the general public. The possible health effects of any 
residual impacts that cannot be mitigated and the overall cumulative impacts should also be taken into consideration.  
 
Rainwater MUST NOT be used for human consumption. The overflow of reservoir used for the collection of rainwater MUST NOT 
be connected to the drainage system but onto the street. Rainwater discharged on the street must be free from chemical and 
physical contaminates all the necessary mitigation measures are to be adhered to. 
 
A Pest Control Programme should be in place once the proposal starts operating. 

Note is taken of the comments and recommendations of the Department of Health Regulation.  
 
The requirements of the Environmental Management Construction Site Regulations will be followed. 
The need to treat water used for dust suppression is noted with thanks. 
 
The various comments regarding environmental management (regarding wastes, water management, 
etc.) are expected to be subsumed within the IPPC permit, given the required commitment to Best 
Available Technique. This extends to proper storage of materials, registration of complaints, full 
decommissioning plan, and other issues pertinent to IPPC permitting. 
 
As regards rejected waste oil, this is detailed in appendix 7, where it is stated that such oil will be rejected 
at source. Should unsuitable wastes circumvent the acceptance procedure, these will be quarantined 
and sent for appropriate disposal (as required by permits of all waste management facilities generally).  
 
Ample sanitary facilities are already available on site, as can be noted from the plans of the existing 
factory building, and these already conform to the requirements indicated below. Similarly, rainwater is 
not used for human consumption, nor is there the intention for such use. A Pest Control Programme will 
be implemented. 
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Moreover, any other unpredicted impacts and nuisances which may arise from this development and that may have a significant 
adverse effect on public health are to be immediately addressed by the applicant and the necessary mitigation measures taken. 
 
Complaints lodged by the public regarding any adverse impacts/nuisances should be immediately addressed by the applicant. All 
complaints lodged and actions taken are to be recorded and such records are to be readily available to the Competent Authorities 
when requested. 
 
A pollution incident control plan should also be in place. Records of all pollution incidents, especially regarding potential pollution 
of the surrounding environment, are also to be kept and reported to the respective authorities accordingly. 
 
Regarding any future plans for Scheme decommissioning, a full decommissioning plan should be prepared for approval by the 
relevant competent authorities. 

 
 

F. Superintendence of Cultural Heritage (email dated 26th March 2021) 
 

Comments  
Given the archaeologically sensitive nature of the Hal Far area, the Superintendence recommends that the EIA should include 
data capture on cultural heritage assets in the area. Nevertheless, the Superintendence takes cognisance of the relatively small 
area of the site proposed for development and its already partly developed nature, which lessens the risk to the cultural heritage. 
 
Given the above, the Superintendence recommends that the study and compilation of information may be limited to a desk-top 
study, availing itself of primary and secondary sources, such as the Museums Annual Reports and Planning Authority’s list of 
scheduled monuments. The study should extend to a catchment area with a radius of approximately 500 metres. 
 
 

The only scheduling of cultural heritage in the recommended catchment is a menhir in Wied Znuber (see 
blue arrow below), just within the catchment area, and just outside the boundary of the Industrial Park 
(protection afforded by GN1082/09). Other structures having scheduling protection outside this 
catchment are farm structures, and a chapel. 

 
 
The recommended monitoring programme for the proposal (as detailed in the EIS) includes 
archaeological monitoring. Review of Museum Reports and ASCH Annual Reports highlight various rock 
cut tombs that had been found in the general environs of Hal Far (as is the case in many areas). 
However, there are no clear indication that these fall within the area of study recommended by the SCH. 
It is maintained that monitoring of clearance works during preparation for foundations should give the 
clearest indication as to whether archaeologically significant structures or materials are present on site. 
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, Terms of Reference had been requested from the Superintendence of Cultural Heritage (SCH) in 
December 2018, but these await issue of the PA permit. 
 
Finds in the general environs include are included in the following reports. The Hal Far aerodrome is a 
useful geographical reference point, given that the proposed project is located on this site. 
 

 The 1921-21 reports make reference to archaeological finds to the northwest of the aerodrome, 
indicating habitation of the area from Neolithic to early Roman times, but these do not appear 
to be within the area of study. 

 The museum report of 1930-31 registered the discovery of a tomb at Hal Far, again west of the 
aerodrome and out of the range of the area of study 

 The museum report of 1937-38 describes four rock cut tombs of the Roman period (vertical 
shaft and burial chamber) within the aerodrome premises. this area is largely out of the area of 
study, and the precise location of three of these tombs is not given. All were recorded as being 
damaged (ceiling destroyed). The fourth is described next to the RAF buildings, indicating that 
it is likely to be out of the area of study (as may be noted from the 1968 survey sheets). 

 The museum report of 1947 describes a rock cut tomb at Hal Far in 1939 – the reference to the 
parade ground in the proximity indicates that the tomb is most likely out of the area of study. 

 The museum report of 1946-47 registers the find of a tomb in the proximity of the Bizebbuga-
Hal Far road, probably out of the area of study. 

 The 1977-78 report includes two Punic rock cut tombs at the Hal Far football ground – the only 
ground noticeable in the 1968 survey sheets is outside the area of study. 

 The 1990 report includes the discovery of two rock cut tombs under the Asfaltar premises, well 
outside the area of study. 

 The 1999 report highlight discovery of another Roman tomb in Hal Far, now incorporated in a 
development. 
 

 
3. Comments received from the public following the public hearing (29th January 2021 – 3rd March 2021) 
 
No comments were received from the public.  
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Annex 1 – Images 
 

 
Image 1:  aerial photograph of surrounding context of Hal Far Industrial Estate, previously the Royal Air Force aerodrome (Planning Authority Geoserver, 2016). The site of the existing factory and proposed extension is highlighted in blue, located in the centre of the estate. The 
estate has Wied Znuber and the coastal cliffs to the south, and agricultural areas surrounding the rest of the area. To the northeast are the Birzebbuga urban fabric, and the Freeport/Oiltanking facilities. 
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Image 2:  aerial photograph of Hal Far Industrial Estate; location of solar panels is highlighted with arrows 
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Annex 2 – Updated Assessment 
1. Ecology and Biodiversity are reviewed in Appendix 4a, where a desk review of available data on biodiversity highlights that the closest areas rich in natural biodiversity are not within the area of influence of the 

site of the project proposal, given the location of the site in the centre of the industrial area. No impact is consequently envisaged, and no residual impacts are expected. 
 

 Baseline environmental conditions: the area is heavily industrialised, and the site disturbed by past works/dumping. The site is distant from protected areas around the Hal Far Industrial Estate. 
 Likely impacts: None 
 Proposed Mitigation: mitigation for other environmental aspects also protect biodiversity generally. 
 Likely Residual Impacts: No direct impacts 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: contribution to the cumulative impact resulting from the Industrial Park generally. 

 
2. Emissions to Air: review of the project parameters as proposed in the IPPC permit application (as evaluated in Appendix 5) highlights that the only potential risk to air quality is posed by the potential for emissions 

from the methanol stored on site. This is mitigated through adoption of the required storage conditions for safe storage of this material. Furthermore, the tanks are protected from catastrophic rupture through 
physical barriers that would prevent access from vehicles or mobile plant. Leaks are mitigated through an appropriate maintenance and inspection regime; adequate ventilation of the tanks should serve to mitigate 
risks of ignition of vapours from leaks should these occur.  

 
3. The area of influence of any emissions from site are expected to be extremely limited given the mitigation and abatement systems, and adherence to Best Available Technique within the IPPC permit is expected 

to address this issue. Some impact during construction is probable in terms of generation of dust, but adherence to the Environmental Management Construction Site Regulations SL552.09 should be sufficient 
to address impacts. Impact significance is expected to be low, and no residual impacts are expected. 

 
 Baseline environmental conditions: scope for impact is the potential for methanol vapours during operations, which are currently absent; dust during construction phase 
 Likely impacts: mitigation measures are expected to abate methanol emissions during operations; use of wheel wash and wetting to reduce dust emissions during construction 
 Proposed Mitigation: proper storage and containment of methanol, use of carbon filters, maintenance plan for equipment during operation; use of wheel wash and wetting to reduce dust emissions during 

construction 
 Likely Residual Impacts: possible fugitive emissions to be monitored 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: impact on other environmental aspects 

 
 
4. Emissions to water and land, as proposed in the IPPC permit application (and evaluated in Appendix 6), are interlinked given that the pollution pathways are common to both environmental media; the risk 

arises from the spillage of oil or chemicals onto the ground. In this regard, mitigation is provided through containment of all liquids (i.e. bunding) that may cause pollution, impermeable surfaces that would not 
allow infiltration of liquids into the ground, and diversion of all liquids into a reservoir via an interceptor. Consequently, the area of influence of any emissions from site are expected to be extremely limited (the site 
boundary) given the mitigation and abatement systems, and adherence to Best Available Technique within the IPPC permit is expected to address this issue. Impact significance is expected to be low, and no 
residual impacts are expected. 
 

 Baseline environmental conditions: the area is industrial, and may have been exposed to industrial activity over time 
 Likely impacts: remote, given mitigation measures 
 Proposed Mitigation: impermeable flooring, proper containment of wastes and oils (including bunding), fire and spill prevention measures 
 Likely Residual Impacts: none, barring those from accidents 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: none, barring those from accidents 
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5. Waste Management as proposed in the IPPC permit application (and addressed in appendix 7), describes the measures taken to conduct proper waste management of all wastes on site. The findings of this 

study indicate that: 
 

 a very low significance impact may result if wastes generated through the limited excavation processes are in excess of the materials that can be reused or recycled for use on site; 
 that a highly beneficial impact would result once a waste management service for the treatment of waste edible oils is made available locally, avoiding the need to export waste edible oils; and 
 that other wastes generated through the process (mainly glycerol, with extremely limited amounts of oily rags and methanol) can be addressed through recourse to existing waste management facilities, 

or export of wastes where necessary. 
 

 Baseline environmental conditions: no local service provision for treatment of waste edible oil 
 Likely impacts:  beneficial (recycling of waste edible oil to produce biodiesel), adverse but low (production of some waste fractions) 
 Proposed Mitigation: adherence to Best Available Techniques for Waste Treatment 
 Likely Residual Impacts: none 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: production of some wastes that will require treatment/disposal 

 
 

6. Noise and Vibrations are assessed in Appendix 8, where the area of influence of any emissions from site are expected to be extremely limited (i.e. the site boundary) given that the sources of noise pollution 
(mainly pumps forming part of the equipment, and the extremely limited vehicular traffic) are extremely limited. The mitigation measures proposed in terms of adherence to Best Available Technique within the 
IPPC permit (placing noise sources within the building envelope), are expected to address this issue. Impact significance is expected to be low, and no residual impacts are expected. 
 

 Baseline environmental conditions: absent, barring existing noise from traffic, container handling in surrounding facilities 
 Likely impacts: remote given mitigation 
 Proposed Mitigation: locating noise sources within built envelope to mitigate emissions 
 Likely Residual Impacts: negligible 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: contribution to the cumulative impact resulting from the Industrial Park generally. 

 
7. Light Pollution is considered in Appendix 8, based on the description of lighting equipment included in the development consent process (included as Appendix 12 for ease of reference). Lighting is reduced to 

the minimum required for safe operation, with attention given to elimination of vertical cut-off of light, and overspill into areas where lighting is not required. In this regard, the impacts on the surrounding areas are 
solely a minimal contribution to the sky glow generated by the entire industrial estate. Impact significance is expected to be low, and no residual impacts are expected. 

 
 Baseline environmental conditions: existing factory has own lighting, as do the surrounding factory units 
 Likely impacts: incremental addition of lighting elements necessary for safety measures, improvements to existing lighting 
 Proposed Mitigation: minimise lighting, use vertical cut off lights and avoidance of overspill 
 Likely Residual Impacts: none 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: contribution to the cumulative impact resulting from the Industrial Park generally. 

 
8. Visual Impact is studied in Appendix 9, where the scale and quality of the proposed development is compared with the surrounding context and the site topography. The scale of the proposed development is 

limited, and the height does not exceed the height of the surrounding industrial context. As the topography of the area surrounding the site is extremely level, the proposed development is consistent in character 
with that of the surrounding industrial estate, and is effectively shielded from long distance views. Impact significance is expected to be absent. 
 

 Baseline environmental conditions: main building already in existence, extension area is a disturbed infill space 
 Likely impacts: effect on streetscape 
 Proposed Mitigation: proposed design 
 Likely Residual Impacts: none 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: none 
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9. Energy efficiency and carbon emissions are considered in appendix 10 on Infrastructure and Utilities, Energy Efficiency and Carbon Emissions, where the extent of energy generated through the project 
proposal which is expected to be to the order of 150 – 160MWh annually. This is expected to be equivalent to 110-120 tons CO2 equivalents per year. This is expected to be offset by the emissions savings of the 
biodiesel actually produced, which would offset emissions from non-renewable sources. Impact significance is expected to be low, and no residual impacts are expected. 

 
 Baseline environmental conditions: not applicable 
 Likely impacts: positive given that carbon emissions are expected to be offset by biodiesel actually produced, and use of PV panels 
 Proposed Mitigation: production of biodiesel, use of PV panels, adoption of energy efficient measures where feasible 
 Likely Residual Impacts: none 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts:  none 

 
 

10. The possibility of encountering archaeological deposits has been considered by the Superintendence of Cultural Heritage through the development consent process, as documented in Appendix 11. Appropriate 
permit conditions for site investigation and reporting of any findings, have already been provided, including direction for any required action should significant findings be encountered. 

 
 Baseline environmental conditions: no indication of archaeological value on site, but to be verified through monitoring 
 Likely impacts: unlikely given the limited number of tombs encountered in Hal Far generally 
 Proposed Mitigation: incorporation in project design, depending on the nature of the find (if any) 
 Likely Residual Impacts: none, given that the site context has been obliterated by surrounding industrial development 
 Indirect Secondary Impacts: none, given that the site context has been obliterated by surrounding industrial development 
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Annex 3 - Updated EIA Table 
 



Impact Type

Specific 

intervention 

leading to impact

Project phase 

(construction/ 

operation/ 

decommissioning) 

Receptor type 

Sensitivity & 

resilience toward 

impact 

Direct/ 

Indirect/ 

Cumulative

Beneficial/ 

Adverse
Severity

Physical / 

geographic extent 

of impact 

Short-/medium-

/ long-term 

Temporary 

(indicate 

duration)/ 

Permanent 

Reversible 

(indicate ease of 

reversibility) / 

Irreversible

Land use Take up of land All Land
sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Beneficial

Low given that 

footprint is 

already 

committed

Site boundary long term Permanent Irreversible Inevitable Low
Maintain all works 

on site footprint
Low n/a

Generation of 

dusts through 

excavation, 

cutting, grinding, 

etc.

excavation and 

construction
Construction

Immediate 

proximity of site 

sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
short term

duration of 

excavation and 

construction 

phases

Reversible 

given cleanup 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Adherence to 

Environmental 

Management 

Construction Site 

Regulations 

SL552.09

Negligible

Consents 

emanating from 

the Development 

Planning Act Cap 

552, Building 

Regulation Act

Cap. 513

Contamination of 

storm waters 

through transport 

of dusts

excavation and 

construction
Construction

Immediate 

proximity of site 

sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
short term

duration of 

excavation and 

construction 

phases

Reversible 

given cleanup 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Adherence to 

Environmental 

Management 

Construction Site 

Regulations 

SL552.09

Negligible

Consents 

emanating from 

the Development 

Planning Act Cap 

552, Building 

Regulation Act

Cap. 513

Contamination of 

land from HGV

excavation and 

construction
Construction

Immediate 

proximity of site

sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
short term

Temporary given 

remediation works

Reversible 

given land 

remediation 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Adherence to 

Environmental 

Management 

Construction Site 

Regulations 

SL552.09

Negligible

Waste generation
excavation and 

construction
Construction

 quarry void space 

for backfill

sensitive, 

vulnerable
Cumulative Adverse

Low given that 

volumes 

generated are 

expected to be 

low

quarries receiving 

backfill
long term Permanent Irreversible

Unlikely given that 

site levelling may 

well allow reuse of 

material on site

Low
Maximise reuse of 

material on site
Negligible

Use of permtted 

facilities for 

backfill as per  

Subsidiary 

Legislation 549.50 

and Subsidiary 

Legislation 549.63

Noise Pollution
excavation and 

construction

Immediate 

proximity of site
sensitive, resilient Cumulative Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
short term

For duration of 

works

Terminated on 

conclusion of works
Likely Low

Adherence to 

Construction Site 

Regulations 

SL552.09

Negligible

Emissions to air 

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation

air quality in the 

immediate vicinity 

of the plant

High Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
long term

For duration of 

operations

Terminated on 

conclusion of 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Hedrmetically 

sealed plant; 

cryogenic 

recovery of 

methanol, use of a 

carbon filter to 

recover residual 

emissions, 

hardstanding to 

avoid dust 

generation

Negligible

Defined in 

monitoring 

programme to 

ensure mitigation 

remains effective

Noise Pollution

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation
Immediate 

proximity of site

low sensitivity, 

resilient
Cumulative Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
short term

For duration of 

operations

Terminated on 

conclusion of 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

use of pumps 

generating limited 

noise, within built 

envelope

Negligible

Proposed 

mitigation 

measures 

Residual 

impact 

significance

Other 

requirements 

(monitoring, 

authorisations, 

etc.

Table 4: assessment of environmental impacts and risks

 Impact Type and Source Impact Receptor Effect and Scale
Probability of 

Impact occurring 

(Inevitable, Likely, 

Unlikely, Remote, 

Uncertain

Overall 

impact 

significance 



Light Pollution

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation
Immediate 

proximity of site

low sensitivity, 

resilient
Cumulative Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Immediate 

proximity of site
short term

For duration of 

operations

Terminated on 

conclusion of 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

maintaining light 

fittings to a 

minimum 

necessary, vertical 

cut-off and 

avoidance of 

spillover

Negligible

Light Pollution solar panels All seabirds
high sensitivity, 

not resilient
Cumulative Adverse

Low given that 

panels are a minor 

cumulative 

increment over 

existing scenario

Immediate 

proximity of site 

given the 

presewnce of 

larger expanses of 

panels closer to 

the cliff edge

long term
For duration of 

operations

Terminated on 

conclusion of 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low None Negligible

Contamination of 

storm waters

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation

Local 

stormwaters, 

potentially 

groundwater

sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct, cumulative Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site
long term

For duration of 

operations
Irreversible

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Hardstanding, 

collection of 

wastewaters, use 

of an interceptor, 

bunding, etc. 

Negligible

Contamination of 

land from 

operations

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation Ground
sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct, cumulative Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site
long term

For duration of 

operations

Reversible 

given land 

remediation 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Hardstanding, 

collection of 

wastewaters, use 

of an interceptor, 

bunding, etc. 

Negligible

Defined in 

monitoring 

programme to 

ensure mitigation 

remains effective

Waste generation

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation n/a sensitive, resilient Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site
long term

For duration of 

operations
Irreversible Inevitable Low

Proper disposal of 

waste
Low

Waste permitting 

system

Waste water 

generation

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation sewerage network sensitive, resilient Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site
long term

For duration of 

operations
Irreversible Inevitable Low

Wastewater 

treatment
Low

Sewage discharge 

permit, and 

monitoring 

programme for 

sewage discharge

Waste Treatment

Operation of plant 

& storage 

operations

Operation

national 

production of 

waste edible oil

sensitive, resilient Direct Beneficial n/a National long term
For duration of 

operations
Irreversible Inevitable High n/a High n/a

Emissions to air 

Abnormal 

operations & 

accident

Operation air quality 
sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Depending on 

prevailing wind
short term

For duration of 

incident
Irreversible

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Fire & safety plan 

and associated 

mitigation

Negligible

Contamination of 

storm waters by 

firewaters and/or 

loss of 

containment

Abnormal 

operations & 

accident

Operation

Local 

stormwaters, 

potentially 

groundwater

sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures to 

prevent accident; 

high in case of 

accident

Restricted to the 

site
short term

For duration of 

incident

Reversible given 

proper disposal of 

water storage

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Hardstanding, and 

waters on site 

directed to 

reservoir

Negligible

Proper testing and 

disposal of waters 

in case of accident

Contamination of 

land from accident

Abnormal 

operations & 

accident

Operation Ground
sensitive, 

vulnerable
Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site given 

containment 

measures

medium term Temporary

Reversible 

given land 

remediation 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Hardstanding, and 

waters on site 

directed to 

reservoir

Negligible

Waste generation

Abnormal 

operations & 

accident

Operation n/a sensitive, resilient Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site
short term Temporary

Reversible given 

proper disposal of 

wastes generated 

by incident

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Measures 

highlighted in Fire 

and safety plan

Negligible

Waste generation
decommisisoning 

operation
Decommissioning n/a sensitive, resilient Direct Adverse

Low given 

mitigation 

measures

Restricted to the 

site
short term Temporary

Reversible given 

proper disposal of 

wastes generated 

by 

decommissioning 

operations

Remote given 

mitigation
Low

Measures 

highlighted in Fire 

and safety plan

Negligible



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


