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Comments on the Update of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
11/08/2020 

i) PA/1892/19 – To demolish the Go-Exchange building and excavate site to accommodate an entertainment arena, an extension to the 
existing car park and back of house facilities approved in PA 6955/17, and to construct a 9 storey (29m) residential block with retail (class 
4B) facilities on the lower floors and a swimming pool at roof level. The redesign of the podium to include a 19- storey hotel (Class 3B), as 
an extension to the approved hotel. To restore and refurbish the underground vaults housing the Hotel Spa. To reorganise the uses in the 
approved main residential tower to incorporate the addition of a residential floor at level 31, an amenity floor at level 32 and receded roof 
structure capping the building. The resulting overall height is 121.66m above street level.  

ii) PA/0055/17 - To demolish the Go-Exchange Building and excavate the site as part of the phase 1 works forming part of the Mercury 
Towers Project. 

Site at, Mercury House Site and Go-Exchange Building, Triq San Gorg, Triq Sant Andrija, Triq Elija Zammit, Triq Gdida fi, Triq Sant'Andrija, 
San Giljan 

1. ERA Comments 

 

Coordinated Assessment Report  

 

Ref. No Page/s Paragraph/ 

Figure/ 

Table 

ERA comment EIA Coordinator’s Response dated 

7th September 2020 

1 16 Para 2.22 According to the metric scale of the elevation 

plans in Appendix 1, the increase in height of the 

approved 30-storey tower will be of circa 16m. 

Please clarify the discrepancy between values. 

The project architect confirms that the 

increase in height in metres is circa 

8.35m. The approved height in PA 

6955/17 is 136.25m above sea level. 

The approved top floor was actually a 

double height. 

2 17 Para 2.28 & Clarification is sought as to whether the values 

provided in para. 2.28 and Table 2.2 are for the 

As explained in Table 2.2 although the 

Scheme proposes 131 rooms, the net 
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Table 2.2 gross floor area or the net floor area. In addition, 

it is unclear whether the number of hotel rooms 

proposed through PA 1892/19 is ‘131’ or ‘79’, as 

for the rest of the uses outlined in para. 2.28, the 

net values are provided. This applies to all 

relevant references to such throughout the 

Coordinated Assessment and Non-technical 

Summary. 

increase in rooms is 79 because 52 

rooms were approved under PA 6955/17 

but not yet built. Therefore the GFA 

being considered under the Scheme is 

the final column in Table 2.2. 

3 55 Para.4.33 & 

Table 4.2 

Kindly provide the Works Method Statement and 

correspondence received from the 

Superintendence of Cultural Heritage. 

Please see Appendix 1. 

4 79, 105 Tables 5.8, 

5.9 & 8.1 

The significance of the impact for the Urban 

Landscape Character Area: Continuous Urban 

Area in Tables 5.8, 5.9 & 8.1, respectively do not 

correspond. 

The significance of the impact for the 

Urban Landscape Character Area: 

Continuous Urban Area in Table 5.8 is 

correct. Tables 5.9 & 8.1 should read 

moderate significance. 

5 110 Para. 6.11 & 

6.12  

Please clarify how the AADT was recalculated 

from ‘1122’ for Phase 1 only to ‘892’ for Phases 

1 & 2. Justification is to be adequately supported 

by the workings.  

The 892 AADT referred only to Phase 2; 

the 1,122 for Phase 1 is still valid.  

However, the Transport Impact 

Assessment prepared for the Scheme 

estimates the AADT for the Scheme (i.e. 

Phase 2) at 986 vehicles when the 

Scheme is fully operational.  Since this is 

higher than the 892 AADT considered for 

Phase 2 in the EIA Update, the air 

quality assessment is being updated; 

please refer to the Appendix 2.  It is 

noted that the impact assessments for 
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annual average NO2 and PM10 

concentrations remain unchanged. The 

only change in the assessment related to 

the daily PM10 concentration at sensitive 

receptor 3 base year 2023 from the 

combined traffic of Phase 1 and Phase 2 

(see table  4 in Appendix 2). 

6 109 -110 Tables 6.6, 

6.7 & 6.8  

The colour coding of Tables 6.6, 6.7 and 6.8 is 

not according to the assessment criteria table of 

the Air Quality Terms of Reference. 

The colour-coding has been updated in 

the Appendix 2. 

7 137 Para. 6.54 Kindly forward the Green Transport Plan for 

ERA’s review. 
See Appendix 3 

 

 

Technical Appendices 

 

Ref. No Page/s Paragraph/ 

Figure/ 

Table 

ERA comment EIA Coordinator’s Response 

8 264-290 Technical 

Appendix 4: 

Report of 

Noise and 

Vibration 

Study 

Kindly confirm whether the instruments which 
have been calibrated in 2017 have actually been 
used for the noise monitoring, since this has 
elapsed the required calibration (every 2 years, 
as per certificates in Technical Appendix 4: 
Report of Noise and Vibration Study). The other 
set of instruments for which calibration has been 
carried out in 2018 are accepted. 

We confirm that instruments used 

were calibrated appropriately.  

Please see Appendix 4 of for 

calibration certificate. 
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2. Consultees’ Comments on EIA Report (03rd July 2020 - 05th August 2020) 

 

Civil Protection Department (E-mail dated 3rd July 2020) EIA Coordinator’s Response 
The CPD request the submitting of the fire safety report prepared by 
the entrusted fire safety competent engineer, that shall adhere to the 
relevant guidelines and standards. 

 

Noted. This will be submitted as part of the Planning Application. 

 

Environmental Health Directorate – Department for Health 
Regulation (E-mail dated 24th July 2020) 

EIA Coordinator’s Response 

With reference to environmental impact assessment dated July 2020 
regarding subject indicated in caption, please 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 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. Hence the importance of drawing up 
and implementation of a Construction Management Plan to ensure 
adherence to proper site management 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 

 
 
 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

 

 

5 

 

measures and adherence to work practices throughout all the phases 
of the project. 
 
Safe and proper handling of raw materials on site should also be 
ensured to reduce the risk of spillage that might lead to contamination 
of bathing areas. Good practice and adequate preventive measures are 
to be taken for any accidental spillage of construction material and/or 
excavation waste, hazardous fluids, fuel and lubricants which are also 
to be well managed and adequately stored. 
 
Rainwater reservoir constructed at level -7 must be physical separated 
from the 4 cesspits constructed on the same level. If the reservoir is 
constructed adjacent to the cesspit there should be an air cavity to 
reduce the risk of contamination and identify any possible leakages. 
Water collected from rainwater MUST NOT be used for human 
consumption. Said water can be used as second class water and/or for 
irrigation. If the second-class water is used for flushing apparatus, 
water is treated prior use. The overflow of reservoir used for the 
collection of rainwater MUST NOT be connected to the drainage 
system but onto the street. 
 
Pools and Spas used for the public including pools in hotel must be 
registered with the Environmental Health Directorate. With regards to 
pool on the 5th floor of the tower residents, the responsible person has 
to prove to the satisfaction of the competent authority that the pool is 
neither public nor commercial. Discharge of pool water can only be 
through the sewage system and must not reach the street or sea water. 
The necessary discharge permits are to be obtained from the relevant 
authorities. 
 
All necessary mitigation measures are to be implemented during the 
construction phase to reduce the level of air pollution. All mitigation 

 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Project engineer confirms that they will use the previous 2nd class 
water reservoir below B06 for 2nd class water. All remaining 
cesspits are grey water and pumped to sewer. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Requirements noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted as per the EIA Update Report. 
 



 

 

 

 

 

6 

 

measures to control dust must be carried out with caution to prevent 
that runoff ends at the sea. Mitigation measures to ensure that surface 
run-off, water used for dust control, water used for wheel washing and 
general cleaning are to be adopted and maintained during construction 
and operational phase. 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. 
 
All the necessary mitigation measures during the demolition, 
excavation, construction and operation phase are to be implementing 
to prevent and/or reduce the level of noise pollution in the surrounding 
area. 
 
Waste management strategy should be adopted and implemented 
during the excavation/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. Adherence to regulatory codes and procedures and 
due diligence is important in view of the health and safety and any 
adverse impacts on nearby sensitive receptors with regards to the 
removal and disposal of any hazardous waste. Pest control treatment is 
to be carried out during the operational phase taking particularly in 
dedicated waste storage at level -2. 
 
Generated wastes, cleaning chemicals, etc. from any temporary 
sanitary facilities for on-site workers should be properly disposed of. 
 
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 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted as per the EIA Update Report. 
 
 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted and forwarded to Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted and forwarded to Applicant. 
 
 
Mitigation measures noted and forwarded to Applicant. 
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gully trap situated in open area and connected with regular drains. 
 
Necessary permits for the construction of cesspit must be obtained. 
Said cesspit must be registered with the Superintendent for Public 
Health and any other relevant authorities. It is suggested that the 
cesspit is double skin and leak proof. All mitigation measures are to be 
taken as to prevent any overflow from cesspits. 
 
A full evaluation report on the increase in volume of sewage in the 
public sewerage system from this development. The study should 
clearly state if the present infrastructure would cope with this increase 
and that it would not cause any overflows and/or blockages which may 
be of health hazard and nuisance to the nearby residents, commercial 
premises and general public. This is a very important issue that needs 
to be studied holistically for the area in view of all the major projects in 
this area.  
 
Mitigation measures with regards to light pollution and its effects on the 
neighbouring environment are to be taken. 
 
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 proposed mitigation measures regarding adverse impacts arising 
from this development during the construction and operation phase are 

 
 
Mitigation measures noted and forwarded to Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
The project engineer confirms that following the approval of 
Phase 1 PA 6955/17, the additional sewer load is for a 79 room 
hotel and the 160 apartments. A WSC sewer gallery is available 
both at Triq San Gorg and also at Triq San Andrija. The total 
discharge volume of water is 120 cubic meters daily.  Further 
details will be submitted to the Planning Authority as part of the 
Energy, Utility and Storm Water Management Plan. 
 
 
Noted. 
 
 
Noted and forwarded to Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. 
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to be implemented by applicant to 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. Land use 
requirements during construction such as take up of major road leading 
to traffic build up and road safety issues in such a busy road should be 
included in the Environment Planning Statement. 
 
Any storage of fuel must be place in sealed and leak proof containers 
to minimise the risk of contamination through leakages into the rock 
below. Where possible the site should be sealed with geotextile 
material and covered with an impermeable layer of concrete to cover all 
the plant. 
 
A risk assessment manual as per LN 5 of 2006 Control of Legionella, 
amended by LN 262 of 2006 must be carried out prior operational 
phase starts based on ECDC Legionella Guidelines. Furthermore, 
pools must be included in the risk assessment manual as preventive 
measure for Legionella. It is being recommended that the applicant 
should discuss the plan for distribution of water systems of the hotel 
with the EHD at the initial stage of the project. Furthermore, any water 
that will be used during the construction phase to control air pollution 
must be first class water and treated with a biocide to prevent the risk 
of Legionaries Diseases. 
 
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 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The project engineer confirms that 2 x 5,000L double skinned EN 
590 Diesel fuel tanks, in a separate impervious paint coated bund 
will be constructed. 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
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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. 
 
Consultation with the Health Certification Consultation Unit within the 
Environmental Health Directorate regarding the operation of any 
commercial facilities related to food and beverage are to be carried out 
prior opening. 
 
A pollution incident control plan during construction 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. 
 
Risk of workers repeatedly exposed to dust particulates, noise and 
human exposure to vibration in buildings should be referred to OHSA. 

 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 
 
 
 
Requirement noted and forwarded to the Applicant. 

The Energy & Water Agency (E-mail dated 4th August 2020) EIA Coordinator’s Response 
The following are comments for The Energy and Water Agency divided 
by considerations which relate to specifically and solely to energy and 
water management.  
 
Energy: 
 
• With reference to point 2.39 of Services Section, it is being 
recommended to investigate the possibility and feasibility of replacing 
the electric water heaters that are to be installed in the residential units 
with electric water heat pumps. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
The project engineer comments that this is not possible due to the 
physical size and limitation of the residential units being 
proposed. Installing a heat pump for the size of these residential 
units has a higher energy usage due to economies of scale. The 
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• With reference to point 2.41 of Services Section, to avoid potential 
sun reflections onto buildings and traffic, it is being suggested to 
investigate the possibility and feasibility of installing PVs at a lower 
angle, especially on the rooftop of the residential block. 
 
 
• To elaborate on the energy sources and energy storage potential 
envisaged for use as mentioned in the Technical Appendices. 
 
Water: 
 
• With reference to point 2.44 of the Services Section, it is 
recommended that the development specifies the use of water efficient 
devices to decrease/control the total amount of freshwater to be 
utilised annually (110,000 m3). Such devices should include dual-
flushing toilets, water efficient showerheads and faucets, washing 
machines and dishwashers. 
 
• With reference to point 2.49 of the Services section, no reference is 
made to the amount of water which will be required for irrigation 
purposes of the proposed soft landscaping. The EIA should consider 
that enough water resources are planned into the design of the 
development to cover the full water requirement of the development 
without the consideration of external water inputs such as trucked 
water supplies. 
 
• No mention was made for the type of plants available for landscaping. 
Landscaping should respect the Mediterranean  

Hotel hot water will be sourced from a centralized cascade high 
temperature heat pump.  
 
 
The project engineer comments that there is no space available 
to install PV systems due to the architectural constraints of the 
buildings and shadowing of neighbouring buildings. 
 
The project engineer comments that the dominant energy source 
which is electricity was already planned for and approved in PA 
6955/17. No further load is being requested. 
 
 
 
Recommendation passed on to Applicant. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The project engineer comments that as per latest revision of 
Guide F dated 1st Jan 2016, water collected from the rooftops will 
be used for irrigation purposes only. The irrigation capacity will 
suffice for the shrubs and vegetation within the project, and will be 
distributed efficiently in all the required areas.   
 
 
 
A landscaping plan is available in Appendix 5. 
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character of the Maltese islands and be compatible with the 
surrounding environment by utilising native species of trees, shrubs 
and plants which do not require excess amounts of irrigation water. In 
addition to this efficient irrigation should be included. 
 
• With reference to point 2.49 of the Services section, very little 
information was provided in the EIA about the use of the second-class 
water system. The EIA should also consider the treatment of specific 
types of wastewaters from the development for the onsite reuse of 
water to reduce the total increased demand from the development. 
Onsite water reuse schemes should be accompanied by a risk 
assessment. Any reject water produced by air-conditioners, 
water purification equipment and dehumidifiers should be collected and 
reused. 
 
 
• Due to the large landscaped area, it is important that water within the 
landscaped catchment is not drained outside the boundaries of the 
development but is either harvested for use as second class water or 
forms of sustainable urban drainage systems (SUDS) are employed to 
ensure that all rainwater falling within the 9,406 m2 of the landscaped 
area is contained. 
 
 
• In conclusion, it is recommended that the EIA provides more details 
with regards to ‘Estimates of water management specifications of the 
development and the identification of the sources of water to be used’ 
as requested in ERA’s Terms of Reference for the Preparation of an 
EIA Update. It is important that this includes the following details as 
given in ERA’s ToR: 
 
o A breakdown of the features and processes of the proposed 

 
 
 
 
 
The project engineer comments that all the possible second class 
water will be harvested and reused, however due to the high 
volumes envisaged, as per the Infrastructure Report, any access 
water which cannot be stored or handled on site, will be 
discharged to street. Project engineer states that they will not 
consider using the AC condensate water due to legionella risks as 
the majority of the project is residential, which limits the 
necessary sanitary safety control checks required. The complexity 
and energy consumption required to treat the AC second class 
system outweigh the initial investment required to mitigate the 
required result.  
 
 
The project engineer comments that since the total amount of 
freshwater to be utilised annually by PA 1892/19 is of 110,000 m3 
and the maximum envisaged rain water collection based on an 
annual 600mm of rainfall and the available catchment areas 
which are 300sqm on the residential block roof, 330sqm on the 
hotel roof is of 378cubic m. However, since this amount will be 
used continuously the reservoirs can be far smaller. 
 
The project engineer comments that AC condensate water 
recovery not feasible since the project dominant use is residential 
so is very difficult to control. 
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development and its ancillary facilities which consume water, including 
estimates of water consumption and runoff/effluent generation during 
operation.  
o The sources of water (e.g. second-class water, public potable water 
mains, on-site production) envisaged to meet the projected demand. 
o Water saving measures, where applicable that are envisaged (e.g. 
use of low-flow fittings, collection, storage, overflow and use of 
harvested storm water runoff and rainwater, treatment and reuse of 
grey water/sewage), and details as to how such water will be 
used/managed; 

 
Soft landscaping area has very limited runoff water since much of 
the water is absorbed in the planters, while pool deck water has 
to be discharged to sewer due to its highly corrosive and 
aggressive water quality.       
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2. Comments received from the public (05th July 2020 – 5th August 2020) 

 

Private individual (E-mail dated 8th July 2020) EIA Coordinator’s Response  

I note that the EIA does not comprise a Social Impact Assessment (SIA) 
process. I therefore appeal for the inclusion of this, in accordance with 
international standards for example those set by the International 
Association for Impact Assessment, which is accessible from this link: 
https://www.socialimpactassessment.com/documents/IAIA%202015%2
0Social%20Impact%20Assessment%20guidance%20document.pdf   
 
In this regard, please refer to public consultation regarding SIAs dated 
17 May 2019.  
Link: https://meae.gov.mt/en/Public_Consultations/MTI/Pages/Consultat
ions/PAproposestointroduceSocialImpactAssessmentProcedures.aspx 
 
My correspondence dated 31 May 2019 to the PA regarding refers in 
link below. To date, I have not been informed of any policy update in 
this regard.  
 https://mikes-beat.blogspot.com/2019/05/feedback-re-social-impact-
assessment.html 

 

The architect confirms that the redesigned project does not make 
use of the FAR. Notwithstanding a SIA has been commissioned 
and will be submitted as part of the planning process if required 
by the Planning Authority. 

https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.socialimpactassessment.com%2Fdocuments%2FIAIA%25202015%2520Social%2520Impact%2520Assessment%2520guidance%2520document.pdf&data=02%7C01%7Cstephanie.d.farrugia%40era.org.mt%7C915547ecc1e848f34ce208d8235b9877%7C34cdd9f55db849bcacba01f65cca680d%7C0%7C0%7C637298224643665711&sdata=IGYAecTeaRauwfZ100mJVH6mqpSXFep1aeSIX90RTk8%3D&reserved=0
https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.socialimpactassessment.com%2Fdocuments%2FIAIA%25202015%2520Social%2520Impact%2520Assessment%2520guidance%2520document.pdf&data=02%7C01%7Cstephanie.d.farrugia%40era.org.mt%7C915547ecc1e848f34ce208d8235b9877%7C34cdd9f55db849bcacba01f65cca680d%7C0%7C0%7C637298224643665711&sdata=IGYAecTeaRauwfZ100mJVH6mqpSXFep1aeSIX90RTk8%3D&reserved=0
https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fmeae.gov.mt%2Fen%2FPublic_Consultations%2FMTI%2FPages%2FConsultations%2FPAproposestointroduceSocialImpactAssessmentProcedures.aspx&data=02%7C01%7Cstephanie.d.farrugia%40era.org.mt%7C915547ecc1e848f34ce208d8235b9877%7C34cdd9f55db849bcacba01f65cca680d%7C0%7C0%7C637298224643665711&sdata=DlbNPYPRPn9NEyfio5XA%2Btb47EjA6o4reG1HDU%2FcOHU%3D&reserved=0
https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fmeae.gov.mt%2Fen%2FPublic_Consultations%2FMTI%2FPages%2FConsultations%2FPAproposestointroduceSocialImpactAssessmentProcedures.aspx&data=02%7C01%7Cstephanie.d.farrugia%40era.org.mt%7C915547ecc1e848f34ce208d8235b9877%7C34cdd9f55db849bcacba01f65cca680d%7C0%7C0%7C637298224643665711&sdata=DlbNPYPRPn9NEyfio5XA%2Btb47EjA6o4reG1HDU%2FcOHU%3D&reserved=0
https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fmikes-beat.blogspot.com%2F2019%2F05%2Ffeedback-re-social-impact-assessment.html&data=02%7C01%7Cstephanie.d.farrugia%40era.org.mt%7C915547ecc1e848f34ce208d8235b9877%7C34cdd9f55db849bcacba01f65cca680d%7C0%7C0%7C637298224643675709&sdata=rQwt1uFToGROeZaE21twiLEAp3RgCPFvVYg1Xan5w3E%3D&reserved=0
https://eur01.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fmikes-beat.blogspot.com%2F2019%2F05%2Ffeedback-re-social-impact-assessment.html&data=02%7C01%7Cstephanie.d.farrugia%40era.org.mt%7C915547ecc1e848f34ce208d8235b9877%7C34cdd9f55db849bcacba01f65cca680d%7C0%7C0%7C637298224643675709&sdata=rQwt1uFToGROeZaE21twiLEAp3RgCPFvVYg1Xan5w3E%3D&reserved=0
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Appendix 1: Correspondence with SCH 



 

 
 

September 2019 

 

 

Method Statement for Excavation Works 

As per Fifth Schedule (regulation 7&8) 

 

 

Permit no: PA 6955/17 

Proposal:   Amendments to PA6042/08 (renewed by PA660/17) comprising redesign of the iconic 

building concept to induce an elegant and contemporary architectural statement. The 

proposed amendments consist of reorganisation of already approved land uses within the 

new concept and introduce residential and tourist accommodation. Amendments to the 

building footprint and height to achieve a coherent and unified urban design combined with 

a balanced layout of the building and increased public open space at ground floor level. 

Proposal also includes the alterations to the underground parking layout. Restoration of 

Mercury House. Introduce a new access to the underground cold ar aults . 

 

 

1. Commencement Date of Works: 

 

In view of the new regulations an updated Excavation Method Statement report is being submitted to 

the BRO as part of the documentation required for the above mentioned development. It should be 

noted that this report only covers the outstanding excavation works for the areas indicated in red in 

figure 01 below. 
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Figure 1: Site Plan showing location of areas to be excavated and affected areas 

 

Excavation works will commence on the 1st October 2019 and are expected to finish in March 2020. 
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2. Description of affected zone of the excavation  

 

It should be noted that there are no third party buildings directly abutting the site. For ease of 

reference the areas under review are being labelled as Area A and Area B as per Figure 01 above. 

 

Area A is bound to the North by same site, East by Triq San Gorg and South and West by property 

owned by 3rd party (Go-exchange site). It should however be noted that the owner of the Mercury site 

has signed a promise of sale on this property which is now subject to a development application PA 

1892/19. Furthermore the existing building is fully detached, and operations decommissioned. The 

Go-Exchange building is now earmarked for demolition (Photo 01).   

 

 

Photo 01_ Existing State of former Go_Exchange Building  

 

Area B is bound to the North and West by same property, South by Triq San Andrija and East by the 

Go exchange property. 

Properties across the street 

A number of properties across the road from the site namely in Triq San Andrija and Triq San Gorg 

fall within the affected zone as  per Fifth Schedule (Regulation 7 and 8) Clause 2. (Figure 3). 
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Figure 2_Section AA through Triq Sant Andrija 

 

 

Figure 3-Section BB through Triq San Gorg 

 

The site is to be excavated to a level of +2.30m above sea level. Area A will be lowered by 15.20m, 

whilst Area B will be lowered by approximately 20m.  
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Most of the buildings falling within the affected area were inspected and a condition report drawn up. 

In some cases the owners/tenants of the properties were not available even after an official 

notification letter was sent through registered mail. (Annex 01)  

 

3. Description of the loads acting on the ground within the affected zone: 

 

As already discussed it is clear that there are not immediate properties to this site and hence there 

are no loadings from 3rd party buildings.  

 

 

4. Description of The Ground Conditions  

 

 

Geology of the Area 

 

Ground investigations have were carried out by Terracore and part of the reports are being 

reproduced in this document. The full reports are available as part of Annex 02. 

The upper geological contact of this area is the Xlendi member belonging to the Lower Coralline 

Limestone.  The upper few metres of this member close to the surface are highly weathered and thus 

expose a very friable and weak rock mass that is structurally unstable.  

 

From a visual inspection of the rock mass from the already excavated site, it was observed that there 

are two families of discontinuities that are almost perpendicular to each other and at circa 45 degrees 

to the horizontal plane.  It was observed that the dip of these discontinuities do not constitute for a 

kinematic feasibility of parts of the rock mass.  Thus it is highly unlikely that wedges get dislodged 

during excavation.   It was also observed that most of the discontinuities are closed and there is no 

significant infill between the discontinuity faces. 
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Figure 3 – Geological Map of area near Mercury House (area of interest bound in red) 

 

It is of utmost importance that a geotechnical engineer or a geologist is present periodically during 

excavation to make sure that the excavation is kept safe and free from collapses, thus keeping risks to 

a minimum. 

 

5. Risk factors 

 

From the observations made on site it may be concluded that it is the top part that requires some 

form of support as explained in the discussion of this document.  This is required to avoid extensive 

slip of material that might happen due to the weak nature of the material present in the top layer of 

the rock mass being analysed.   
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Preparation works prior to excavation 

 

The Geotechnical studies carried out together from the experience and knowledge acquired from the 

excavation works already carried out shows that the first 1200mm of rock is very friable and weak. 

Hence it is of utmost importance that investigations are carried out to ensure that the stone blocks 

erected round the site as protective hoarding were placed on stable rock. The contractor together 

with the geotechnical engineer are to inspect the hoarding prior to commencement of excavation.  

The geotechnical engineer is to issue instructions if in his opinion remedial measures are necessary. 

 

A safe buffer zone is to be determined and clearly delineated on site to ensure that excavation works 

and equipment at no point pose a risk to the existing construction underway on the site and workers. 

 

6. Methodology for Excavation 

 

Excavation will take place using a pneumatic hammers. Excavation works however will be carried out 

at 2 metre high intervals. For each section the rock face is to be closely inspected for any fissures or 

abnormalities by the appointed geotechnical engineer, following the same methodology used in phase 

01 excavation works. In the eventuality of fissures, the necessary measures as instructed by the 

geotechnical engineer are to be adopted. 

 

 In the case of fissures, their location, direction and frequency, is noted and where required 

rock ties will be inserted in the affected areas as instructed by the geotechnical engineer. 

Steps in making a tieback 

(a) Hole drilled into the rock perpendicular to the fissure 

(b) Steel bar is place in the hole 

(c) Concrete poured for anchor 

 

Procedure is shown in Figure 04 below. 

PA/06955/17 - 387k - Valid - Anna Maria Attard Montalto (Perit) - 12/11/2019

387k

Page 7 of 10



 

 
 

 

Figure 04_Rock bolt procedure 

 

 

 In the case of loose material, surface rock shotcreting will be used as a temporary measure 

during excavation 

 

Any other defects, which may be discovered during excavation, will be recorded and investigated on 

a case by case bases. Remedial works will be carried out as instructed by the geotechnical engineer. 

 

 

Excavation round the vaults 

 

The same methodology adopted for excavation close to the vaults is to be observed. A 2.3m buffer 

zone is to be secured. The rock is cut using a rock cutting chain saw. Such machinery will reduce 

vibrations and hence ensure that the vault structure is safeguarded at all times. The chain saw is to 

cut the rock to a depth of 3m intervals until the level below the vaults is reached. The extent of rock 

is then excavation using a pneumatic hammer and material carted away.  
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7. Waste Management 

 

The waste management has been discussed in the approved Construction Management Plan 

which is being attached to this document referenced as Annex 03 

 

 

Conclusion 

 

All excavation works will be carried out by competent personnel and monitored at all times by the 

contractor. The geo-technical engineer will carry out inspection to ensure that works are following the 

agreed methodology and that the site and its surrounding are safe at all times.  

 

All health and safety measures are to be observed and health and safety personnel are to monitor the 

site and ensure that all protective measures are in place. All labourers operating any equipment on 

site including trucks and cranes are to be skilled in their respective jobs and licenced to operate such 

equipment. All equipment in use are to be certified by a warranted engineer. It is the contractor’s 

responsibility to ensure that this is so. 
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Declaration 

 

I the undersigned Perit Kleaven Maniscalco declare that the contents of this excavation method 

statement were discussed with the site technical officer Perit David Muscat and the contractor, Mr, 

Massimino Cassar. Who have accepted to proceed with the works according to the method-

statement. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Perit Kleaven Maniscalco 
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Anna Maria Montalto

From: Cauchi Kenneth at Heritage Superintendence <kenneth.a.cauchi@gov.mt>
Sent: 03 June 2019 14:21
To: Marie Louise Caruana Galea - MCGARCHITECTS
Cc: Magro Conti Joseph at Heritage Superintendence; Annamaria Attard Montalto
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] - FW: PA 6955/17- WMS for Mercury House and the vaults

Dear Perit Attard Montalto, 
 
Following a site inspection undertaken at the site in caption, the Superitendence of Cultural Heritage has 
reviewed the case and remarks are as follows: 
 

1. Raising/lowering of roof at mercury House front rooms by 2 courses using suspended RSJ & stone 
slabs, leaving an adequate roof parapet wall height - Agreed 

2. Replacing deteriorated embedded RSJs and stone slab roofs of rear rooms of Mercury House with 
concrete - Agreed 

3. Cutting shallow trenches in front parts nearer to entrance to underground Cold War Vaults for 
services to proposed SPA  - Agreed 

4. Removal of partition stone walls nearer to entrance to underground Cold War Vaults -  Agreed 
 
Kindly indicate if there is any other issue that we have not cleared above. 
 
Regards 
 
 
 
Kenneth Cauchi 
 
M.A. (Bar. Std) Melit; B. Cons. (Hons) Melit; 
 
Conservation Executive (Restoration)                                                  

 

 
t +356 23950000  e kenneth.a.cauchi@gov.mt 
www.gov.mt  |  www.publicservice.gov.mt  
Valletta 2018 - European Capital of Culture  www.valletta2018.org  

Kindly consider your environmental responsibility before printing this e-mail  

SUPERINTENDENCE OF CULTURAL HERITAGE 
 

173, TRIQ SAN KRISTOFRU, VALLETTA, MALTA 
 
From: Marie Louise Caruana Galea - MCGARCHITECTS [mailto:mlouise@mcgarchitects.eu]  
Sent: Monday, 03 June 2019 13:21 
To: Cauchi Kenneth at Heritage Superintendence <kenneth.a.cauchi@gov.mt> 
Cc: Magro Conti Joseph at Heritage Superintendence <joseph.magro-conti@gov.mt>; Annamaria Attard Montalto 
<aattardmontalto@mercury.com.mt> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] - FW: PA 6955/17- WMS for Mercury House and the vaults 
 
Dear Kenneth 
 
Further to our telephone conversation email below refers. Last Friday I spoke to Joe Magro Conti who 
assured me that he will be talking to you about this project such that we have a reply at the very earliest 
possible. 
 
As stated below the situation is critical and we need an answer this week please.  
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Trust you understand. 
 
Thanks 
Regards 
Mlouise 
 

 
 
 
 
From: Marie Louise Caruana Galea - MCGARCHITECTS  
Sent: 28 May 2019 13:45 
To: Magro Conti Joseph at Heritage Superintendence <joseph.magro-conti@gov.mt> 
Subject: PA 6955/17- WMS for Mercury House and the vaults 
 
Dear Joe 
 
Good afternoon and hope this email finds you well. Whilst thanking you for carrying out a site visit at 
Mercury House and the Vaults I would like to ask you for your personal attention to the matter in 
expediating the process of having a response to our latest submitted WMS. Without doubt you understand 
that since three weeks have passed and we got no reply from SCH, the status quo is causing us logistical 
problems on site and unnecessary delays. 
 
Trust you understand. 
Much Appreciated. 
 
Regards 
Mlouise 
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Appendix 2: Air Quality Assessment Update 



 
 

1 

 

AIR QUALITY ASSESSMENT UPDATE 

TRAFFIC DATA 

1. The Transport Impact Assessment1 (TIA) prepared for the Scheme estimates the 

AADT for the Scheme (i.e. Phase 2) at 986 vehicles2 when the Scheme is fully 

operational.  Since this is higher than the 892 AADT considered for Phase 2 in the 

EIA Update, the air quality assessment is being updated.   

2. The traffic figures used in this assessment are shown in Table 1.   

3. Other than the updated traffic figures, this update of the air quality assessment uses 

the same methodology and assumptions as in the EIA Update, including the baseline 

data.  

                                            

 
 
1 Adi Associates Environmental Consultants Ltd, 2020.  Mercury Towers – Phase 2, Paceville, San Ġiljan 

(PA/01892/19).  Transport Impact Assessment (Version 2).  San Ġwann, August 2020; ix + 94pp + 14 Appendices. 

 
2 It is noted that the AADT for Phase 1 and Phase 2 was calculated using the same methodology.  The AADT 

for Phase 1 is 1,122 vehicles, while the AADT for Phase 2 is now 986 vehicles (the AADT for Phase 1 and 

Phase 2 together is therefore 2,108 vehicles). 
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Table 1: Predicted traffic growth  

Ref. 

(Figure 

6.1 in 

EIA 

Update) 

Road link 

description 

Base year 

AADT3 

Committed 

traffic from 

other 

approved 

projects4 

(excluding 

Mercury 

House 

Phase 1) 

Mercury 

House 

Phase 1 

AADT 

AADT (Base year) 

2023 

AADT (Base year + 5 years) 

2028 

% 

Heavy 

vehicles 

Average 

vehicle 

speed 

(km/h) 

Baseline 1: 

Including other 

approved 

major 

developments, 

but excluding 

Mercury House 

Phase 1 

Baseline 2: 

Including other 

approved major 

developments, 

including 

Mercury House 

Phase 1 

Scheme 

(Mercury 

House 

Phase 2) 

AADT in 

2023 

Scenario 1 / 

2: With 

Scheme  

Baseline 1: 

Including other 

approved 

major 

developments, 

but excluding 

Mercury House 

Phase 1 

Baseline 2: 

Including other 

approved 

major 

developments, 

including 

Mercury House 

Phase 1 

Scheme 

(Mercury 

House 

Phase 2) 

AADT in 

2028 

Scenario 

1 / 2: 

With 

Scheme 

1 

Pendergardens 

Tower 

Residences 

19,275 2,387 994 30,140 31,134 735 31,869 31,547 32,541 864 33,405 7.5% 24.7 

2 NB 

Triq Mikiel 

Anton Vassalli 

(eastern side) - 

NB 

23,244 0 444 15,478 15,922 330 16,252 16,268 16,712 383 17,095 7.7% 55 

2 SB 

Triq Mikiel 

Anton Vassalli 

(eastern side) - 

SB 

22,821 4,137 444 27,894 28,338 314 28,652 29,102 29,546 365 29,911 7.2% 40 

3 NB 

Triq Mikiel 

Anton Vassalli 

(western side) - 

NB 

30,517 4,178 444 35,934 36,378 330 36,708 37,554 37,998 383 38,381 7.7% 72.6 

3 SB 

Triq Mikiel 

Anton Vassalli 

(western side) - 

SB 

22,821 4,137 444 27,894 28,338 314 28,652 29,102 29,546 365 29,911 7.2% 68.8 

M 

Baseline 

monitoring 

location 

17,372 0 128 18,258 18,386 111 18,497 19,189 19,317 126 19,443 7.3% 22.5 

 

                                            

 

 
3 AADT = Annual average daily traffic.  Baseline monitoring was undertaken in 2018, so base year AADT is based on 2018 data for the baseline monitoring location, and 2019 data for the other road links. 
4 Including Villa Rosa and DB project. 
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ASSESSMENT OF IMPACTS 

4. Table 2 to Table 4 compare the predicted air quality in 2023 and 2028 at the 

sensitive receptors in the baseline scenario to the air quality with the Scheme.  As in 

the EIA update, two baseline scenarios have been considered: 

 Baseline 1: Including other approved major developments affecting the roads in 

the Area of Study, but not including Mercury House Phase 1; and 

 Baseline 2: Including other approved major developments affecting the roads in 

the Area of Study, including Mercury House Phase 1. 

5. The air quality assessment assesses the impacts on air quality from the Scheme as 

follows: 

 Scenario 1, representing the incremental addition to traffic by both phases of 

the Mercury House project; and 

 Scenario 2, representing the incremental addition to traffic by phase 2 of the 

Mercury House project.5 

6. The data is based on the calibrated model, and includes background air quality levels.  

The output of the dispersion model is presented in Annex 1. 

7. For Scenario 2, the results show that the impact from Scheme traffic on air quality 

using the significance criteria provided by ERA, has remained the same as in the EIA 

Update, namely: 

 For NO2 annual ambient air concentrations (Table 2), the impact ranges from 
negligible to moderate in the base year, but reduces to negligible at all receptors 

in the base year + 5 years scenario; and 

                                            

 

 
5 It is noted that the total AADT in Scenarios 1 and 2 (‘with Scheme’) is the same, however, the impact 

assessment is different, since Scenario 1 will assess the impact of both phases of the Mercury House project, 

whereas Scenario 2 will assess the impact of phase 2 of the Mercury House project (i.e. the Scheme).   

 

For example, at road link 1 (2028 scenario, figures from Table 1): 

 The Baseline 1 scenario is 31,547 AADT (excluding both phases of the Mercury House project); 

 The AADT contribution from the approved Mercury House Phase 1 is 994 vehicles.  When added to 

Baseline 1 this gives 32,541 AADT; this AADT is Baseline 2; 

 The AADT contribution from Mercury House Phase 2 (the Scheme) at this road link is 864; 

 When both phases of the Mercury House project (994  + 864) are added to Baseline 1 (31,547), the 

result is 33,405 AADT (which is Scenario 1); 

 When Phase 2 of the Mercury House project (864 AADT) is added to Baseline 2 (32,541 AADT), the 

result is also 33,405 (which is Scenario 2). 

 Therefore the AADT for Scenario 1 and Scenario 2 is the same. 
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 For PM10 annual ambient air concentrations and PM10 daily levels (Table 3 and 

Table 4), the impact is moderate at receptor 1 in both years, and negligible at 

receptors 2 and 3 in both years.  

8. For Scenario 1, the results show that the cumulative impact on air quality from both 

phases of the Mercury House project is: 

 For NO2 annual ambient air concentrations (Table 2), the impact is predicted to 

be the same the same as in the EIA Update: in the base year operation scenario, 

the impact is moderate to negligible, dropping to slight to negligible in the base 

year + 5 year scenario;  

 For PM10 annual ambient air concentrations (Table 3), the impact is also  
predicted to be the same the same as in the EIA Update, i.e. moderate at 

receptors 1 and 2 in both years considered, and negligible at receptor 3 in both 

years; and    

 For PM10 daily levels (Table 4), the impact has remained moderate at receptors 1 
and 2 in both years considered, and negligible at receptor 3 in the base year + 5 

years, but has changed from negligible to moderate at receptor 3 in the base 

year6.    

9. Contour plots are presented in Figure 1 and Figure 2, to compare the predicted 

air quality in 2023 and 2028 in the baseline scenarios 1 and 2 to the air quality with 

the Scheme.   

                                            

 

 
6 This change is caused by a 0.01 μg/m3 increase in predicted PM10 daily levels as a result of the increase in 

traffic from the Scheme.  Previously the increase over the Baseline 1 scenario was of 0.15 μg/m3 , which is 

classified as ‘negligible’, whereas now the increase is 0.16 μg/m3 over the Baseline 1 scenario, which brings the 

impact to ‘moderate’.   
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Table 2: Predicted NO2 annual average concentrations (μg/m3)7  

Scenario Scenario 1 Scenario 2 

Year: 2023 (base year of operation) 2028 (base year + 5 years) 2023 (base year of operation) 2028 (base year + 5 years) 

Receptor 
Baseline 

1 

Scenario 

1  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 1 & 

28 

Impact: 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Baseline 

1 

Scenario 

1  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Impact: 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Baseline 

2 

Scenario 

2  

Change 

as a result 

of Phase 2 

Impact: 

Phase 2 

Baseline 

2 

Scenario 

2  

Change 

as a result 

of Phase 2 

Impact: 

Phase 2 

1: Pendergardens 

Tower Residences 
42.9 43.9 1.0 Moderate 36.6 37.5 0.8 Slight 43.5 43.9 0.4 Moderate 37.1 37.5 0.4 Negligible 

2: Residence on 

Triq Mikiel Anton 

Vassalli (eastern 

side) 

37.9 38.4 0.5 Moderate 32.9 33.3 0.4 Negligible 38.2 38.4 0.2 Slight 33.2 33.3 0.2 Negligible 

3: Residence on 

Triq Mikiel Anton 

Vassalli (western 

side) 

31.1 31.4 0.3 Negligible 27.7 27.9 0.2 Negligible 31.2 31.4 0.1 Negligible 27.8 27.9 0.1 Negligible 

 

Table 3: Predicted PM10 annual average concentrations (μg/m3)  

Scenario Scenario 1 Scenario 2 

Year: 2023 (base year of operation) 2028 (base year + 5 years) 2023 (base year of operation) 2028 (base year + 5 years) 

Receptor 
Baseline 

1 

Scenario 

1  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Impact: 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Baseline 

1 

Scenario 

1  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Impact: 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Baseline 

2 

Scenario 

2  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 2 

Impact: 

Phase 2 

Baseline 

2 

Scenario 

2  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 2 

Impact: 

Phase 2 

1: Pendergardens 

Tower Residences 
45.1 45.4 0.4 Moderate 44.7 45.1 0.4 Moderate 45.3 45.4 0.16 Moderate 44.9 45.1 0.16 Moderate 

2: Residence on 

Triq Mikiel Anton 

Vassalli (eastern 

side) 

44.5 44.7 0.2 Moderate 44.3 44.5 0.2 Moderate 44.7 44.7 0.09 Negligible 44.4 44.5 0.09 Negligible 

3: Residence on 

Triq Mikiel Anton 

Vassalli (western 

side) 

42.8 42.9 0.11 Negligible 42.7 42.8 0.10 Negligible 42.8 42.9 0.04 Negligible 42.7 42.8 0.05 Negligible 

                                            

 

 
7 Exceedances of the limit values are in red. 
8 Any discrepancies observed when deducing Baseline 1 from Scenario 1, or Baseline 2 from Scenario 2, are due to rounded figures having been used in these Tables.  However, the change in air quality is calculated using the original unrounded figures.  
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Table 4: Predicted PM10 90.4th percentile of daily PM10 levels (μg/m3)9 

 Scenario Scenario 1 Scenario 2 

Year: 2023 (base year of operation) 2028 (base year + 5 years) 2023 (base year of operation) 2028 (base year + 5 years) 

Receptor 
Baseline 

1 

Scenario 

1  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Impact: 

Phase 1 & 2 

Baseline 

1 

Scenario 

1  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 1 & 

2 

Impact: 

Phase 1 & 2 

Baseline 

2 

Scenario 

2  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 2 

Impact: 

Phase 2 

Baseline 

2 

Scenario 

2  

Change as 

a result of 

Phase 2 

Impact: 

Phase 2 

1: Pendergardens 

Tower Residences 
65.8 66.4 0.5 Moderate 65.3 65.8 0.5 Moderate 66.1 66.4 0.23 Moderate 65.6 65.8 0.24 Moderate 

2: Residence on 

Triq Mikiel Anton 

Vassalli (eastern 

side) 

65.1 65.4 0.3 Moderate 64.8 65.1 0.3 Moderate 65.2 65.4 0.1 Negligible 64.9 65.1 0.1 Negligible 

3: Residence on 

Triq Mikiel Anton 

Vassalli (western 

side) 

62.5 62.6 0.16 Moderate 62.4 62.5 0.15 Negligible 62.6 62.6 0.1 Negligible 62.4 62.5 0.1 Negligible 

                                            

 

 
9 Using the equation provided by ERA: PCT = (1.46×CAA) + 0.03.  Any discrepancies noted when applying this formula to the PM10 annual average results are due to rounded figures having been presented in Table 3.  However, the calculation is carried 

out using the original unrounded figures. 
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Figure 1: Contour plots – NO2 annual average 

Year Baseline 1 (excluding both phases of Mercury House) Baseline 2 (with Phase 1 of Mercury House) Scenario 1 / 2 (with both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of Mercury House) 

2023 

   

2028 
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Figure 2: Contour plots – PM10 annual average 

Year Baseline 1 (excluding both phases of Mercury House) Baseline 2 (with Phase 1 of Mercury House) Scenario 1 / 2 (with both Phase 1 and Phase 2 of Mercury House) 

2023 

   

2028 
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MITIGATION 

10. The TIA for the Scheme recommends measures that limit and reduce car-based 

demand, including cyclist provisions and improving safety for vulnerable road users. 

11. A Green Transport Plan has also been prepared, which comprises a number of 
measures and a financial commitment towards their implementation for an overall 

aim to shift the mode of travel of site employees and visitors away from single 

occupancy passenger cars. 

12. These measures would also be beneficial from an air quality perspective, and 

therefore their implementation is recommended. 

RESIDUAL IMPACTS 

13. The implementation of the TIA recommendations and the Green Transport Plan are 

likely to have positive impacts on air quality, however the residual impact on air 

quality cannot be quantified at this stage so the residual impact remains unchanged. 

14. Impacts on air quality are summarised in Table 5 and Table 6.   
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Table 5: Summary of impacts on air quality – Scenario 1 (both phases of Mercury House project)  

Predicted 

Impact 

Beneficial

/ Adverse 

/ Neutral 

Nature, scale and type of impact 

Probability 

of impact 

occurring 

Significance 

of impact 

Proposed 

mitigation 

measures 

Significance 

of residual 

impact 

Const’n 

/ Oper’n 

Extent of 

impact 

(Nat / 

Local / 

Site) 

Direct / 

Indirect 

S-term / 

L-term 

Perm / 

Temp 

Revers / 

Irrevers 

(Likely /  

Unlikely / 

Remote / 

Uncertain) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in NO2 

annual 

average: Base 

year 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant  

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant  

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in NO2 

annual 

average: Base 

year + 5 years 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Minor 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Not 

significant 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant  

 

 

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Minor 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Not 

significant 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant  
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Predicted 
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/ Adverse 
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Nature, scale and type of impact 

Probability 

of impact 
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Significance 

of impact 
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Significance 

of residual 

impact 

Const’n 

/ Oper’n 

Extent of 

impact 

(Nat / 

Local / 

Site) 

Direct / 

Indirect 

S-term / 

L-term 

Perm / 

Temp 

Revers / 

Irrevers 

(Likely /  

Unlikely / 

Remote / 

Uncertain) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in PM10 

annual 

average: Base 

year / base 

year + 5 years 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant 

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in 

number of 

daily PM10 

exceedances: 

Base year  

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

All 3 

receptors: 

Moderate 

impact  

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

All 3 

receptors: 

Moderate 

impact 
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Predicted 

Impact 

Beneficial

/ Adverse 

/ Neutral 

Nature, scale and type of impact 
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of impact 
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impact 
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impact 

(Nat / 

Local / 
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Direct / 
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L-term 

Perm / 
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(Likely /  

Unlikely / 

Remote / 

Uncertain) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in 

number of 

daily PM10 

exceedances: 

Base year + 5 

years 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant  

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not 

significant 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Table 6: Summary of impacts on air quality – Scenario 2 (Phase 2) 

Predicted 

Impact 

Beneficial

/ Adverse 

/ Neutral 

Nature, scale and type of impact 

Probability 

of impact 

occurring 

Significance of 

impact 

Proposed 

mitigation 

measures 

Significance of 

residual impact 

Const’n 

/ Oper’n 

Extent of 

impact 

(Nat / 

Local / 

Site) 

Direct / 

Indirect 

S-term / 

L-term 

Perm / 

Temp 

Revers / 

Irrevers 

(Likely /  

Unlikely / 

Remote / 

Uncertain) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in NO2 

annual 

average: Base 

year 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Minor impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not significant  

 

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Minor impact 

 Receptor 3: 

Not significant  

 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in NO2 

annual 

average: Base 

year + 5 years 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers LikelyA 
All receptors: 

Not significant  

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

All receptors: 

Not significant 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Predicted 

Impact 

Beneficial

/ Adverse 

/ Neutral 

Nature, scale and type of impact 

Probability 

of impact 

occurring 

Significance of 

impact 

Proposed 

mitigation 

measures 

Significance of 

residual impact 

Const’n 

/ Oper’n 

Extent of 

impact 

(Nat / 

Local / 

Site) 

Direct / 

Indirect 

S-term / 

L-term 

Perm / 

Temp 

Revers / 

Irrevers 

(Likely /  

Unlikely / 

Remote / 

Uncertain) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

(Major / 

Moderate / 

Minor / Not 

significant) 

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in PM10 

annual 

average: Base 

year / base 

year + 5 years 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Not significant 

 Receptor 3: 

Not significant  

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Not significant 

 Receptor 3: 

Not significant  

Vehicle 

emissions on 

sensitive 

receptors – 

change in 

number of 

daily PM10 

exceedances: 

Base year / 

base year + 5 

years 

Adverse Oper’n Local Direct L-term Perm Revers Likely 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Not significant 

 Receptor 3: 

Not significant  

 Measures 

to reduce 

car 

demand 

 Implement

ation of 

Green 

Transport 

Plan 

 Receptor 1: 

Moderate 

impact 

 Receptor 2: 

Not significant 

 Receptor 3: 

Not significant 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Annex 1: Updated air dispersion model 

 

 



Predictions at Receptors
BREEZE ROADs Modelling
MCP007 For Model Calibration
ADM Ltd Project P2011 Year 2018
September 2020

onedrive:\projects\P2011 MCP007\Roads_1
Calibration Run No 1 2

Receptor NOx PM10 NOx PM10 NOx PM10 NO2
 Base Monitoring 7.71 0.450 57.05 3.33 78.65 41.7 34.0 33.9 1.00

Calibration Factor for NOx and PM10 7.400 14.6464 41.7 1.00
Additional amount to be added to PM10 18.600 µg/m3 NO2 PM10 NOx

Background 14.6 19.8 21.6
Baseline Monitoring 33.9 41.7 14.7

NOx/NO2 NOx NO2 Factors
Background 21.6 14.6 1.5258 0.7341

UK average vehicle age 8 years UK 8 Years old Roadside 21.6 17.2 3.3931 0.5278

Maltese average vehicle age 10 and 15 years Maltese 15 Years old NOx Calibration Factor 7.4
Offset for PM10 18.6

Traffic flow data: MCP008 AQ calcs v6 …  .xlsx Modelled Year 2018
For Calbriation Emissions for 2011 NOx

Run No 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
NOx PM10 Assessment Year 2019

M Baseline monitoring location 7.3% 23 724 1.012 0.057 Age of Maltese Vehicle 15
1 Pendergardens Tower Residences 7.5% 25 803 0.980 0.056 Receptor Baseline Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1 Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1

2 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - NB 7.7% 55 969 0.647 0.050 1 12.37 13.60 14.03 14.35 9.33 9.62 9.87
2 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - SB 7.2% 40 951 0.734 0.051 2 12.78 10.14 10.34 10.49 7.10 7.23 7.34
3 NBTriq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - NB 7.7% 73 1,272 0.597 0.051 3 6.67 6.06 6.15 6.21 4.30 4.36 4.41
3 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - SB 7.2% 69 951 0.585 0.050

PM10
Run No 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

Assessment Year 2019
Age of Maltese Vehicle 15

2019 Receptor Baseline Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1 Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1
1 0.736 0.901 0.929 0.950 0.853 0.879 0.901
2 0.942 0.829 0.846 0.858 0.803 0.818 0.830
3 0.588 0.591 0.599 0.605 0.580 0.587 0.594

1 Pendergardens Tower Residences 7.5% 25 19,275 30,140 31,134 31,869 31,547 32,541 33,405
2 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - NB 7.7% 55 23,244 15,478 15,922 16,252 16,268 16,712 17,095 Total NO2 (µg/m3)
2 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - SB 7.2% 40 22,821 27,894 28,338 28,652 29,102 29,546 29,911 Assessment Year 2019
3 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - NB 7.7% 73 30,517 35,934 36,378 36,708 37,554 37,998 38,381 Age of Maltese Vehicles 15
3 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - SB 7.2% 69 22,821 27,894 28,338 28,652 29,102 29,546 29,911 Receptor Baseline Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1 Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1

1 41.2 42.9 43.5 43.9 36.6 37.1 37.5
2 41.7 37.9 38.2 38.4 32.9 33.2 33.3

UK 8 Years Old Model 2019 3 32.2 31.1 31.2 31.4 27.7 27.8 27.9
Maltese 15 Years Old Emissions 2012

1 2
Total PM10 (µg/m3)
Assessment Year 2019

2019 Maltese Vehicle Age Age of Maltese Vehicles 15
Veh/hour Emissions Data Year Receptor Baseline Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1 Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1

No Descrition Baseline HGV KPH NOx PM10 1 43.8 45.1 45.3 45.4 44.7 44.9 45.1
1 Pendergardens Tower Residences 803 7.5% 25 0.947 0.054 2 45.4 44.5 44.7 44.7 44.3 44.4 44.5

2 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - NB 969 7.7% 55 0.606 0.049 3 42.7 42.8 42.8 42.9 42.7 42.7 42.8
2 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - SB 951 7.2% 40 0.698 0.049
3 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - NB 1,272 7.7% 73 0.552 0.049
3 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - SB 951 7.2% 69 0.542 0.048

from: EFT2019_v9.0.xlsb

2023 Maltese Vehicle Age
Emissions Data Year

No Descrition Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1 HGV KPH NOx PM10
1 Pendergardens Tower Residences 1,256 1,297 1,328 7.5% 25 0.694 0.0447

2 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - NB 645 663 677 7.7% 55 0.460 0.0421
2 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - SB 1,162 1,181 1,194 7.2% 40 0.529 0.0425
3 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - NB 1,497 1,516 1,530 7.7% 73 0.424 0.0419
3 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - SB 1,162 1,181 1,194 7.2% 69 0.421 0.0413

2028 Maltese Vehicle Age
Emission Year

No Descrition Baseline 1 Baseline 2 Scn 1 HGV KPH NOx PM10
1 Pendergardens Tower Residences 1,314 1,356 1,392 7.5% 25 0.454 0.0406

2 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - NB 678 696 712 7.7% 55 0.309 0.0393
2 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - SB 1,213 1,231 1,246 7.2% 40 0.354 0.0393
3 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - NB 1,565 1,583 1,599 7.7% 73 0.288 0.0391
3 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - SB 1,213 1,231 1,246 7.2% 69 0.287 0.0386

1.000 1.000 1.002 1,256 1,297 1,325
1.000 1.000 1.002 645 663 676
1.000 1.000 1.001 1,162 1,181 1,192
1.000 1.000 1.001 1,497 1,516 1,528
1.000 1.000 1.001 1,162 1,181 1,192

1.000 1.000 1.003 1,314 1,356 1,388
1.000 1.000 1.002 678 696 711
1.000 1.000 1.001 1,213 1,231 1,245
1.000 1.000 1.001 1,565 1,583 1,598
1.000 1.000 1.001 1,213 1,231 1,245

Emission (g/Veh-km)

Emission (g/Veh-km)

Veh/hr
Emission (g/Veh-km)

from: EFT2012_v5.1.3.xlsb

Baseline 2: 
Network + 

Committed + 
MCP Phase 1

Baseline 2: 
Network + 

Committed + 
MCP Phase 1

Scenario 1: 
Baseline 2 + 

Scheme

AADT

2012

15

from: EFT2012_v5.1.3.xlsb
Emission (g/Veh-km)

15 15
2028

AADT 
Baseline 
(2019)

Baseline 1: 
Network + 
Committed

15

15

Baseline 1: 
Network + 
Committed

15 15
2028

2023 2028

Scenario 1: 
Baseline 2 + 

Scheme

2023

2023
15

After Calibration TotalFrom Model

15

15

2028

2028

2023

2023

Ref. Road

% Heavy 
vehicles

Average 
speed 
(km/h)

Veh/hour

Veh/hour
15

2016

2021

Ref. Road

% Heavy 
vehicles

Average 
speed 
(km/h)

MCP007 Traffic Data and Predictions September 2020 v1.xlsx



2018 Windrose from Luqa 



Road Layout



From MCP008 AQ Cals vg(M Plans..).xls

AADT 2023 AADT 2028

Ref. Road link

Network 
WD AM 

peak

Network 
AADT

Baseline 1: 
Network + 
Committed

Baseline 2: 
Network + 

Committed + 
MCP Phase 1

Mercury 
House 

Phase 2

Scenario 1: 
Baseline 2 + 

Scheme

Network 
WD AM 

peak

Network 
AADT

Baseline 1: 
Network + 
Committed

Baseline 2: 
Network + 

Committed + 
MCP Phase 1

Mercury 
House 

Phase 2

Scenario 1: 
Baseline 2 + 

Scheme

% Heavy 
vehicles

Average 
vehicle speed 

(km/h)

1 Pendergardens Tower Residences 2019 1,014 19,275 2,387 994 1,460 27,753 30,140 31,134 735 31,869 1,534 29,160 31,547 32,541 864 33,405 7.5% 24.7
2 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - NB 2019 1,540 23,244 0 444 1,026 15,478 15,478 15,922 330 16,252 1,078 16,268 16,268 16,712 383 17,095 7.7% 55
2 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (eastern side) - SB 2019 1,512 22,821 4,137 444 1,574 23,757 27,894 28,338 314 28,652 1,654 24,965 29,102 29,546 365 29,911 7.2% 40
3 NB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - NB 2019 30,517 4,178 444 31,756 35,934 36,378 330 36,708 33,376 37,554 37,998 383 38,381 7.7% 72.6
3 SB Triq Mikiel Anton Vassalli (western side) - SB 2019 1,512 22,821 4,137 444 1,574 23,757 27,894 28,338 314 28,652 1,654 24,965 29,102 29,546 365 29,911 7.2% 68.8
M Baseline monitoring location 2018 987 17,372 0 128 1,028 18,258 18,258 18,386 111 18,497 1,080 19,189 19,189 19,317 126 19,443 7.3% 22.5

AADT 850 AADT 986

Notes: Based on MCP008 Trip Calculations_v9 2020 05 (Savoy) 2023.xlsx and MCP008 Trip Calculations_v9 2020 05 (Savoy) 2028.xlsx
Current AADT in italics are estimates, based on formula
 - 8AM pk hour traffic converted to AWDT and AADT using y = 16.065x - 411.88 and y = 0.9399x + 377.7, respectively
 - Data for Ref 3NB based on MCP TIA + 2017 DB TIA data into Swieqi, factored into AADT using 19.48 factor, based on Triq Sant'Andrija 2019 data
1% base traffic growth p.a.
2023 and 2028 network flows adjusted to take into consideration Pembroke-St Julians connections project:
 - This results in increasing traffic at Ref 1
 - Decreasing street level traffic at Ref 2B (traffic to Pembroke and Triq Santu Wistin (Paceville) will use tunnels)
 - A new opening is proposed at Ref 3SB, into the residential area.  We do not know what effect that will have on traffic flows
Committed traffic includes:
 - Villa Rosa
 - DB
In 2023, 50% of offices and residences within Scheme will be occupied
In 2028, all elements will be fully operational

Base year
Current 
WD AM 

peak flow

Base Year 
AADT

Committed
Mercury 

House 
Phase 1
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GREEN TRANSPORT PLAN 

INTRODUCTION 

1. This Green Transport Plan (GTP) has been prepared in connection with a planning 

application (PA/01892/19) to further develop the Mercury House site in Paceville, San 

Ġiljan.  This will result in the addition of residential apartments, a 19-storey five-star 

hotel, retail outlets, an entertainment area, as well as public open spaces.  It is 

referred to as Phase 2 of the Mercury Towers project. 

2. Modifications to the approved Phase 1 (PA/06955/171) are also proposed by 

PA/01892/19.  These include the transferring of certain land uses from Phase 1 to 

Phase 2 (such as the retail space and the hotel rooms), as well as increasing the 

height of the high-rise from 30 to 33 floors. 

3. The aim of the GTP is to reduce the impact of traffic generated by the development.  

Its purpose is to set out a long-term strategy to reduce the workers’ and visitors’ 

dependence on private cars for their journey to work.  Nonetheless, the 

effectiveness of a GTP does not solely depend on the measures in the Plan: it needs 

to be supported by local and national policies and actions.  The relevant authorities 

also need to implement the necessary infrastructure and measures to reduce the 

over-dependence on the private car. 

4. This GTP proposes a set of desirable outcomes, delivered through a package of 

measures tailored toward the future travel needs of the staff and visitors to / from 

the site.  It aims to introduce measures to ensure that such travel needs are met in a 

way that promotes sustainable travel choices.   

5. This GTP is based on the findings of the Transport Impact Assessment2 (TIA) 

submitted to the Planning Authority (PA) in August 2020. 

GTP Duration 

6. The commencement date of the Plan is the day when the planning application for 

PA/01892/19 is approved by the Planning Authority.  It is noted that not all measures 

will commence immediately as some require the Scheme to be occupied however 

certain elements such as cycle racks, changing rooms, etc. need to be implemented 

 

 

 
1 PA/06955/17: Amendments to PA6042/08 (renewed by PA660/17) comprising redesign of the iconic building concept 

to induce an elegant and contemporary architectural statement. The proposed amendments consist of reorganisation of 

already approved land uses within the new concept and introduce residential and tourist accommodation. Amendments 

to the building footprint and height to achieve a coherent and unified urban design combined with a balanced layout of 

the building and increased public open space at ground floor level. Proposal also includes the alterations to the 

underground parking layout. Restoration of Mercury Towers. Introduce a new access to the underground ‘cold war 

vaults’.  Approved on 25 January 2018 
2 Adi Associates Environmental Consultants Ltd, 2020.  Mercury Towers– Phase 2, Paceville, San Ġiljan 

(PA/01892/19).  Transport Impact Assessment.  San Ġwann, August 2020; ix + 94pp + 14 Appendices. 
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immediately. 

7. The implementation of this Plan will be considered complete once the modal shift 

targets defined below are achieved.  Following that, it is highly recommended that the 

GTP will continue to be implemented with the aim of reducing single-occupancy car 

drivers at 1% per annum. 

Commitment 

8. The Applicant is committed to invest €20,000 per annum for the duration of the Plan 

to ensure the implementation of this GTP.  This amount will cover the costs of any 

capital expenditure in infrastructure that supports the implementation of the GTP, 

and other costs for any adopted incentives and information campaigns to encourage 

alternative modes of transport. 

Location 

9. The proposed development (hereinafter referred to as the Scheme) is located in 

Paceville, San Ġiljan between Triq Sant’Andrija to the south, and Triq San Ġorġ to the 

east.  
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Figure 1: Location of site 

  



 
 

4 

BACKGROUND 

The Scheme 

10. The Scheme is proposing the addition of a 19-storey five-star hotel, together with an 

adjacent nine-storey building that will accommodate retail at the lower levels and 

residential units above.  An entertainment area is proposed at Level -3; it will 

accommodate a go-kart track.   

11. The proposed 131-key hotel will include a five-storey podium that will connect the 

Scheme with the Phase 1 30-storey high-rise.  Amenities include a gym, meeting 

facilities, and a spa & wellness centre partly located within the schedule underground 

vaults.  Roof-top amenities include a kitchen garden, outdoor dining areas, an indoor 

and an outdoor pool, a bar, and lounge areas.   

12. The nine-storey building, located at the corner between Triq Sant’Andrija and Triq 

San Ġorġ, will feature three levels of retail space, followed by five levels of one-

bedroom apartments, and penthouse apartments.  A roof garden is also proposed. 

13. Off-street parking will be provided below street level, linked to the Phase 1 car park. 

14. The Scheme also proposes changes to Phase 1 of the Mercury Towers project (which 

is currently under construction) that include the transferring of certain land uses 

from Phase 1 to Phase 2 (such as the retail space and the hotel rooms) as well as 

increasing its height from 30 to 33 floors.  The additional three levels will comprise 

an additional residential floor, a services floor, and a rooftop pool bar.  

15. The distribution of the proposed land uses is described in the following table.  It 

shows the land uses that were approved as part of PA/06955/17, as well as those that 

are being proposed by the Scheme.   

Table 1: Schedule of accommodation 

Land use Approved 

PA/06955/17 

Proposed 

PA/01892/19 
Net land uses 

5* Hotel 52 rooms 131 rooms 79 rooms 

Entertainment - 1,200 m2 1,200 m2 

Residential 275 units 435 units 160 units 

Retail  3,330 m2 6,464 m2 3,134 m2 

Parking 417 spaces 717 spaces 300 spaces 

 

Access 

16. Access to the Scheme car park will be via the roundabout on Triq Sant’Andrija, which 

is located between Triq Marguerite Mangion and Triq San Ġorġ.  The access ramp 

leads to the un/loading area at Level -2.  A separate ramp provides access to the car 

park which is located at Levels -3 to -7. 

17. Four on-street drop-off / pick-up areas are proposed.  Two are on Triq San Ġorġ 

whereas the others are proposed on Triq Sant’Andrija, to the east and west of the 
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zebra crossing.  The one to the west, between the roundabout and the zebra 

crossing, is an alighting / boarding point for the hotel..   

18. Internal drop-off areas are also proposed at Level -2 (basement lobby) and -3 (hotel 

lobby). 

19. Pedestrians can access the Scheme via Triq Sant’Andrija and Triq San Ġorġ.  

Parking 

20. The Scheme will provide an additional 300 parking spaces, linked to the Phase 1 car 

park, in lieu of the former GO exchange building, which will be demolished and 

excavated.  This will result in a total of 717 parking spaces for the whole Mercury 

Towers development.  The car parking spaces will be distributed across Levels -3 to -

7.  The parking spaces include 17 ‘accessible for all’ car parking spaces and three 

‘accessible for all’ van parking spaces.  This is in line with the requirements of the 

Access For All Design Guidelines of the Commission for the Rights of Persons with 

Disability (CRPD). 

21. There are also five service vehicle parking / unloading spaces in the service area at 

Level -2.   

22. The Scheme is providing a total of 18 bicycle racks that will be located at street level 

(Level 0 and Level -1) and at Level -2.  These can accommodate a total of 36 bicycles.  

There are also nine spaces for motorcycles. 

23. The number of available parking spaces at each car park level are provided below.  

The figures below include both the 417 approved parking spaces and the additional 

300 parking spaces.  It is noted that 24 spaces will have electric car charging points. 

Table 2: Parking spaces per level 

Level Car parking 

spaces 

Electric car 

charging 

points 

Accessible 

for all (car 

spaces) 

Accessible 

for all (van 

spaces) 

Spaces in 1-

car garages 

Spaces in 2-

car garages 

-3 83 6 3 0 0 0 

-4 159 6 4 1 11 4 

-5 161 6 4 1 11 4 

-6 154 6 3 1 11 4 

-7 71 0 3 0 0 0 

TOTAL 628 24 17 3 33 12 

 

24. The current Paceville Nextbike station that is located within the curtilage of the 

Scheme site will be relocated. 

Accessibility 

25. Public transport is accessible via the San Ġiljan bus stops that are located in the 

vicinity of the Scheme site, see Figure 1.  The table below provides the localities 

that are linked to the Scheme via the bus routes that stop at these bus stops and the 

route frequency. 
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Table 3: Scheduled bus service frequencies 

Route Stops Frequency  

13 Il-Belt Valletta / Il-Floriana / Tal-Pietà / L-Imsida / Ta’ Xbiex / Il-Gżira / 

Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke / Baħar iċ-Ċagħaq 

Every 20 minutes 

13A Il-Belt Valletta / Il-Floriana / Tal-Pietà / L-Imsida / Ta’ Xbiex / Il-Gzira / 

Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan 

Every 20 minutes 

14 Il-Belt Valletta / Il-Floriana / Tal-Pietà / L-Imsida / Ta’ Xbiex / Il-Gżira / 

Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke 

Every 20 minutes 

16 Il-Belt Valletta / Il-Floriana / Tal-Pietà / L-Imsida / Ta’ Xbiex / Il-Gżira / 

Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi 

Every 20 minutes 

110 Il-Marsa / Ħal Qormi / Santa Venera / Fleur-de-Lys / Birkirkara / Is-

Swatar / Mater Dei / San Ġwann / Ta’ Ġiorni / San Ġiljan / Il-Kappara / 

Il-Gżira / Tas-Slieam / San Ġiljan / is-Swieqi / Pembroke 

Every 60 minutes 

120 Ix-Xgħajra / Ħaż-Żabbar / Il-Fgura / Paola / Il-Marsa / Is-Swatar / L-

Imsida / Mater Dei / San Ġwann / Il-Kappara / San Ġwann / Ta’ Giorni 

/ San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke 

Every 30 minutes 

121 Ix-Xgħajra / Ħaż-Żabbar / Il-Fgura / Paola / Il-Marsa / Is-Swatar / L-

Imsida / Birkirkara / San Ġwann / Il-Kappara / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / 

Pembroke  

Every 60 minutes 

(from 20:35 to 

21:35 from Ix-

Xgħajra – from 

20:57 to 21:57 

from Pembroke) 

202 Ir-Rabat / Ta’ Qali Interchange / Attard / Mosta Technopark / 

Birkirkara / Sta Venera / Mater Dei / Universita’ / Tal-Qroqq / Tas-

Sliema / San Ġiljan / Pembroke Park and Ride 

Every 60 minutes 

212 Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke / Baħar iċ-Ċagħaq / Il-

Qawra / San Pawl il-Baħar / Buġibba m 

Every 20 minutes 

/ 30 minutes 

222 Iċ-Ċirkewwa / Il-Marfa / Il-Mellieħa / Ix-Xemxija / San Pawl il-Baħar / Il-

Qawra / Baħar iċ-Ċagħaq / Pembroke / Is-Swieqi / San Ġiljan / Tas-

Sliema 

Every 20 minutes 

/ 30 minutes 

225 Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke / Baħar iċ-Ċagħaq / Il-

Qawra / San Pawl il-Baħar / L-Imġarr / Għajn Tuffieħa 

Every 20 minutes 

/ 30 minutes 

233 Mater Dei / L-Imsida / Ta’ Xbiex / Il-Gżira / Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / 

Is-Swieqi 

Every 60 minutes 

TD2 Airport / San Ġiljan Every 60 minutes 

TD 3  Airport / San Ġiljan / Buġibba Every 60 minutes 

TD13 Il-Belt Valletta / Il-Floriana / L-imsida / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Baħar iċ-

Ċagħaq / Buġibba 

Every 20 minutes 

TD14 Ir-Rabat / Tas-Sliema Every 60 minutes 

X2 Ħal Luqa / Santa Luċija / Paola / Il-Marsa / Is-Swatar / L-Imsida / Mater 

Dei / L-Imsida / San Ġiljan 

Every 60 minutes 

N11 San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke / Baħar iċ-Ċagħaq / Il-Qawra / 

Buġibba / Il-Qawra / Buġibba / San Pawl il-Baħar / Ix-Xemxija / Il-

Mellieħa / Il-Marfa / Iċ-Ċirkewwa 

Night service 

N13 Il-Belt Valletta / Il-Floriana / Tal-Pietà / L-Imsida / Ta’ Xbiex / Il-Gzira / 

Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan 

Night service 

N40 San Ġiljan / Il-Kappara / San Ġwann / In-Naxxar / Il-Mosta / In-Naxxar 

/ San Ġwann / Il-Kappara / San Ġwann 

Night service 

N50 San Ġiljan / Santa Venera / Birkirkara / Ħal Balzan / Ħal Lija / Ħal 

Balzan / Ħ’Attard / Ta’ Qali / Ir-Rabat / Ħ’Attard / Ħal Balzan / 

Birkirkara / Santa Venera / San Ġiljan 

Night service 
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Route Stops Frequency  

N71 San Ġiljan / Il-Marsa / Ħal Luqa / Ħal Kirkop / Iż-Żurrieq / Il-Qrendi / L-

Imqabba / Ħal Farruġ / Ħal Qormi / Il-Marsa / San Ġiljan 

Night service 

N91 San Ġiljan / Il-Marsa / Paola / Il-Fgura / Ħaż-Żabbar / Marsaskala / Iż-
Żejtun / Marsaskala / Iż-Żejtun / Bir Id-Deheb / Iż-Żejtun / Santa Luċija / 

San Ġiljan 

Night service 

N209 San Ġiljan / Santa Venera / Tal-Pietà / Il-Ħamrun / Ħal Qormi / Ħaż-
Żebbuġ / Is-Siġġiewi / Ħaż-Żebbuġ / Ħal Qormi / San Ġiljan 

Night service 

N212 Tas-Sliema / San Ġiljan / Is-Swieqi / Pembroke / Baħar iċ-Ċagħaq / Il-

Qawra / San Pawl Il-Baħar / Buġibba 

Night service 

 Source: https://www.publictransport.com.mt/. Last accessed September 2019. 

26. Two pedestrian crossings are located along Triq Sant’Andrija, on either side of the 

roundabouts that provides access to the Scheme. 

27. Figure 2 shows the Urban Mobility Fingerprint for a 20-minute walk from the 

Scheme site.  It shows that all of San Ġiljan and parts of Is-Swieqi and Pembroke can 

be reached on foot from the Scheme site within 20 minutes. 

Figure 2: Urban Mobility Fingerprint for Scheme: 20-minute walk 

 
Source: http://roadstorome.moovellab.com/explore. Last accessed August 2019. 

28. There are no cycle lanes present in the surrounding area.  Nonetheless, the Urban 

Mobility Fingerprint for a 20-minute cycle ride shows that many localities are within 

easy reach of the Scheme site.  These include San Ġiljan, Pembroke, Is-Swieqi, Il-

Gżira, San Ġwann, Ħal Għargħur, , L-Iklin, Birkirkara, L-Imsida, Ta’ Xbiex, Tal-Pietà, 
most of Tas-Sliema, and parts of In-Naxxar, Ħal Lija, Ħal Balzan, Santa Venera, and Il-

Ħamrun, see Figure 3 below. 

https://www.publictransport.com.mt/
http://roadstorome.moovellab.com/explore
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Figure 3: Urban Mobility Fingerprint for Scheme: 20-minute cycle 

 
Source: http://roadstorome.moovellab.com/explore last accessed August 2019. 

29. Figure 4 maps the distribution of people who commute to San Ġiljan, based on the 

2011 Census.  The cycling ranges for a 20 and 25-minute commute are also 

superimposed.  It shows that around 60 per cent of people who commute to San 

Ġiljan live within a 25-minute cycle from the Scheme site.  The 2011 Census also 

shows that 10.5 per cent of people who work in San Ġiljan live in the same locality. 

30. Figure 5 maps where San Ġiljan residents work.  Over 65 per cent of San Ġiljan 

residents work within a 25-minute cycle from where they live. The 2011 Census 

showed that 20.1 per cent of people who live in San Ġiljan work in the same locality. 

31. Both urban footprint maps, and the analysis of 2011 Census data show that active 

modes of transportation are viable options for most people who live and work in the 

area.  Providing a safe, direct, and coherent national cycle network is critical to 

increasing the current modal share of cycling and reduce the dependence on the 

private car.  Similarly, it is of utmost importance that adequate infrastructure for 

pedestrians, including drop kerbs, suitable pavements, and safe crossing facilities at 

critical desire lines, is provided. 

32. This data can also provide indicative information to set up a collective private 

transport system.  The system can be refined through the collection of employees’ 

locality information once the development is operational.  

http://roadstorome.moovellab.com/explore
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Figure 4: Employee localities and cycling ranges 
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Figure 5: Resident workplace and cycling ranges 
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OBJECTIVES 

33. Green Transport Plans are an important means to improve the sustainability of 

business operations.  According to the National Specification for Workplace Travel 

Plans3, “a travel plan is a long-term management strategy for an organisation and its various 

sites or business park that seeks to deliver transport objectives through positive action and is 

articulated in a document that is regularly reviewed”. 

34. Green Transport Plans can lead to a number of benefits to the Applicant, individuals 

and the local community that include: 

• An improved environmental image of the site and its surroundings; 

• A reduced need for car parking; 

• A reduction in trip generation, resulting in improved local noise, air quality and 

traffic conditions in particular at the adjacent Triq Sant’Andrija and Triq San Ġorġ; 

• A reduction in travel expenses;  

• A reduction in stress caused by driving (especially in congested areas) and 

searching for parking, together with improved health from adopting active travel 

habits; 

• An improved environment for bicycle commuters and pedestrians;  

• Increased viability of public transport services through increased patronage; and 

• A reduction in social exclusion as people without a car can still access the site to 

work.  

35. The principle objective of this GTP is to promote sustainable travel to / from the 

Scheme resulting in a modal shift away from single-car occupancy.  Specifically, the 

plan will seek to: 

• Reduce the need to travel; 

• Reduce the use of the private car; 

• Increase walking and cycling; and 

• Increase the use of public transport. 

36. This GTP is dynamic and will develop with time and in accordance with the changing 

circumstances of the Scheme and the surrounding environment.  The Applicant will 

ensure that staff and visitors are encouraged to come forward with their own 

 
 

 
3 Publicly Available Specification (PAS) 500:2008 - National specification for workplace travel plans. 
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suggestions that may be incorporated into the GTP as it develops. 

Scope 

37. The plan seeks to influence the travel choices of commuters and visitors through a 

mix of soft and hard measures.  These measures are presented further below. 
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PLAN ADMINISTRATION 

38. The Applicant will identify a suitable person to take on the role of Green Transport 

Plan Coordinator.  This person will be responsible for the continuous development 

and implementation of the GTP, including liaison with interested entities. 

39. The Transport Plan Coordinator will be appointed before the Scheme becomes 

operational.  The roles and responsibilities of the coordinator include: 

• To ensure that the relevant measures are in place prior to operation of the 

Scheme; 

• To set up and service a GTP Steering Committee that includes representatives 

from the Scheme tenants and residents.  Meetings will be held regularly; 

• Through the GTP Steering Committee to increase staff, visitor, and resident 

awareness and to encourage participation in the GTP;  

• To promote walking, cycling, and the use of public transport; 

• To establish and promote a car sharing scheme; 

• To monitor and review the GTP; and 

• To liaise with Malta Public Transport, the San Ġiljan Local Council, Transport 

Malta, and the Bicycle Advocacy Group (Malta) and / or similar NGOs. 

40. The Transport Plan Coordinator will ensure that regular staff, visitor and resident 

travel surveys are carried out.  These travel surveys will be used to measure the 

success or otherwise of the GTP, and to collect feedback for its improvement.  The 

feedback will also allow the Coordinator / GTP Steering Committee to redefine 

targets. 

41. In order to promote the available sustainable travel choices, the Coordinator will 

prepare a travel pack that contains excerpts from the GTP, all the latest travel 

options and incentives, and feedback details.  This travel pack will be made available 

for tenants to circulate to employees as well as to potential property buyers as part 

of the marketing process.  A notice board and / or emails will be used to disseminate 

GTP information to staff and residents. 

42. The Transport Plan Coordinator will also be a focal point for residents and staff to 

provide comments / suggestions on how transport links / options to / from the site 

can be improved. 

  



 
 

14 

PROPOSED TARGETS AND INDICATORS 

43. In setting out the GTP targets, it is assumed that the baseline situation is similar to 

the modal share of people working in San Ġiljan as extracted from the 2010 National 

Household Travel Survey, see below. 

Table 4: Current modal share: Year 0 

Car 

Driver 

Car 

Sharing 

Public 

Transport 

Coach or 

minibus 
Motorcycle On foot Bicycle 

67% 17% 9% 2% 1% 3% <1% 

 

44. Based on the above, two progressive targets are proposed, one at Year 3 after the 

Scheme becomes operational, and the other at Year 5. 

Table 5: Modal share at the Scheme: Year 3 

Car 

Driver 
Car 

Sharing 
Public 

Transport 
Coach or 

minibus 
Motorcycle On foot Bicycle 

63% 18% 10% 2% 1% 4% 2% 

 

Table 6: Modal share at the Scheme: Year 5 

Car 

Driver 
Car 

Sharing 
Public 

Transport 
Coach or 

minibus 
Motorcycle On foot Bicycle 

57% 19% 11% 3% 2% 5% 3% 
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MEASURES TO ENCOURAGE SUTAINABLE TRAVEL 

45. This GTP proposes the following measures to encourage sustainable travel and 

reduce single-car occupancy. 

46. Best practice suggests that for new developments, sustainable travel options need to 

be in place before a site becomes operational, since it is harder to change travel 

habits once they have been established.  Therefore, members of staff must be made 

aware of these measures during induction training.  Visitors to the site must also be 

made aware of the alternative travel options that are available. 

47. Management participation in the development and implementation of the GTP is also 

important: they should lead by example. 

48. It is also important that members of staff are encouraged to try out alternative means 

of transport and reminded that this need not necessarily be on a daily basis.   

Green Transport Plan Coordinator  

Measure 1: The Applicant will identify a suitable person to take on the role of 

GTP Coordinator 

49. The GTP Coordinator will be appointed before the Scheme becomes operational.  

The roles and responsibilities of the coordinator are provided in the previous section 

Plan Administration. 

GTP Steering Committee 

Measure 2: The GTP Coordinator will establish a Steering Committee that 

includes representatives of the tenants and residents 

Measure 3: Personal journey planners will be appointed to help members of 

staff identify alternative travel options 

Measure 4: Traffic surveys and spot counts to monitor progress of the Plan will 

be carried out 

Measure 5: Members of the Committee will engage in discussions with staff 

and residents on how to improve their journey to and from work 

50. The GTP Steering Committee will be chaired by the GTP Coordinator.  It will 

comprise five members including a representative of the residents, the retailers, a 

representative from the hotel and a representative from the offices.  In due course 

the committee could be increased to include representatives of specialist groups such 

as the bicycle commuters (see below). 

51. The aim of the Steering Committee is to enable the participation of the tenants and 

residents in the planning and implementation of sustainable travel measures.  

Meetings will be held regularly to assess the effectiveness of the measures and on 

ways to improve the measures and increase participation.  Records will be kept.  

Events that promote alternative transport modes may be considered. 

52. The Steering Committee with liaise with the Local Council, Transport Malta and 
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other entities to improve sustainable travel options. 

53. The Steering Committee may consider financial incentives that reward staff for using 

alternative means of travel.  For example, the committee might decide to reward 

members of staff who cycle to work with a bicycle equipment voucher or 

subscription to a local scheme, or to subsidise bus passes. 

54. The GTP Coordinator, through the Steering Committee, will be responsible to 

conduct travel surveys to gauge the progress being made in adopting sustainable 

practices.  These surveys might also shed light on areas that require further 

commitment or incentives.  In addition to the regular travel surveys, there will also 

be spot counts to check how employees are getting to work and how effective the 

GTP is. 

55. The Steering Committee members will engage with staff and residents through 

regular discussions.  These discussions can provide insights and suggestions for 

improving measures, introducing new ones and finding better ways for conducting the 

travel surveys. 

56. It is also recommended that members of the Steering Committee act as personal 

journey planners within their respective company.  Their role would be to help staff 

understand the alternative travel options available to them and to prepare personal 

travel plans.  In this regard, liaising with NGOs such as the Bicycle Advocacy Group 

(BAG Malta) may help identify adequate cycle routes to and from the site. 

Public Transport Measures 

Measure 6: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a public transport 

information dissemination programme 

Measure 7: Financial incentives to increase public transport use will be 

considered  

57. The Scheme site is located very close to the San Ġiljan bus stops where 17 bus routes 

and 8 night routes stop.  The Scheme site is, therefore, well-served by public 

transport with links to several localities around Malta. 

58. In order to encourage the use of public transport, the GTP Coordinator will embark 

on an information dissemination programme, using leaflets, web sites, emails, and 

prominent displays in busy parts of the Scheme and reception areas. 

59. Details of the latest bus timetables and routes are available from 

https://www.publictransport.com.mt/.  Public transport users can download a mobile 

phone app, tallinja, that provides real-time information on the bus service and serves 

as a journey planner.   

60. The Coordinator, through the Steering Committee, will liaise with tenants to 

consider subsidising top-ups of employee tallinja cards (the bus passes).  An incentive 

wherein employees are encouraged to use this bus card could be that the €0.75 that 

will be deducted for each trip up to a maximum of €26 per month (or €312 per 

https://www.publictransport.com.mt/
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year) will be subsidized (fully or partly) by employers.  Trial tickets can also be 

considered and offered free-of-charge to members of staff for them to test an 

alternative way of getting to / from work. 

Walking Measures 

Measure 8: The GTP Coordinator will embark on an educational campaign on 

the benefits of walking 

Measure 9: There will be appropriate facilities on site such as changing rooms 

with lockers, showers etc. 

61. The Scheme is located within a densely populated urban area with relatively adequate 

pedestrian facilities and a promenade that runs from the edge of Paceville to L-Imsida.  

In order to further encourage staff, visitors and residents to travel on foot, the health 

benefits and potential time savings of walking will be promoted.  The GTP 

Coordinator will embark on educational campaigns at regular intervals that will also 

include a map that shows safe walking routes to / from the site including pedestrian 

crossings, and travel times (see Figure 2). 

62. Employees will be encouraged to walk to the site through the provision of facilities 

such as lockers for the storage of personal items, hanging space for jackets, raincoats, 

umbrellas, showers, and changing rooms etc. 

63. The Coordinator will regularly check the pedestrian facilities in the immediate vicinity 

of the site and report any issues to the relevant authorities. 

Cycling Measures 

Measure 10: There will be appropriate and secure bicycle parking facilities on 

site 

Measure 11: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a campaign to promote the 

benefits of cycling  

Measure 12: The site will be promoted as a cycle-friendly work / living place 

Measure 13: A Bicycle Users’ Group will be established 

Measure 14: Cycling training to members of staff will be considered 

Measure 15: Participation in existing bike sharing schemes will be considered 

64. Employees and residents will be encouraged to cycle to work.  Facilities that will be 

provided include secure cycling racks that are monitored by CCTV cameras, showers 

and changing rooms to further encourage potential commutes by bicycle, see 

Appendix 1.  It is recommended that the installation of cycle racks follows the local 

guidelines Installation of Bicycle racks/ancillary facilities in localities or within enterprises’ 
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premises issued by the Ministry of Finance4.  

65. The benefits of cycling will be promoted, through regular information dissemination.  

Secure cycle parking is to be located close to the building entrance to make cycling 

convenient and visible. 

66. The Coordinator will liaise with the Bicycle Advocacy Group (BAG Malta) and similar 

NGOs to promote the site as a bicycle friendly destination. 

67. In due course, should there be a sufficient number of bicycle commuters, a Bicycle 

Users’ Group will be established, a member of which will be on the Steering 

Committee.  The aims of this group is to help avoid mistakes related to cycling 

infrastructure, develop cycling maps (see Figure 3), and introduce a ‘cycle buddy’ 

scheme.  This scheme aims to pair new bicycle commuters with existing ones for the 

journey to work. 

68. Training courses will be considered for those who would like to learn to ride a bike.  

Since learning to cycle is often wrongly associated with children, adults might be 

reluctant to start learning to ride a bike.  This offer could encourage members of staff 

and residents to start using a bicycle. 

69. Should the travel survey indicate that there is an increased demand for bicycle use, 

additional cycle racks need to be provided to cater for demand.  In addition, the 

Coordinator, through the Steering Committee, will liaise with tenants to consider 

participation in bicycle sharing schemes.  The surrounding area is already well-served 

with bicycle sharing stations.  One of these bicycle sharing stations is located very 

close to the Scheme site (Paceville station).   

Car Sharing Measures 

Measure 16: The GTP Coordinator will set up a car sharing database 

Measure 17: A number of parking spaces within the Scheme car park will be 

designated for car share parking only 

70. Car sharing represents a relatively convenient form of travel that offers employees 

the potential to reduce fuel costs.  The GTP Coordinator will assist staff wishing to 

car share by setting up a car sharing database that will help put potential car sharers 

in contact with each other.  A similar database will be set up for residents who have 

school-age children. 

71. In order to encourage car sharing, the Applicant will identify a number of car parking 

bays within the car park that will be designated as car share parking only. 

 

 

 
4 Ministry for Finance (2018) Installation of Bicycle racks/ancillary facilities in localities or within enterprises’ premises 

https://mfin.gov.mt/en/Services/Grants/Documents/2018_Guidelines_for_Bicycle_Parking_2018_withEnterprise

s.pdf (last accessed November 2018).  

https://mfin.gov.mt/en/Services/Grants/Documents/2018_Guidelines_for_Bicycle_Parking_2018_withEnterprises.pdf
https://mfin.gov.mt/en/Services/Grants/Documents/2018_Guidelines_for_Bicycle_Parking_2018_withEnterprises.pdf
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Collective Private Transport Service 

Measure 18: Set up and provide a collective private transport service 

Measure 19: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a campaign to promote the 

collective private transport service 

72. The GTP Coordinator will determine whether there is demand for a collective 

private transport service for the employees at the Scheme, as an alternative to 

arriving by private vehicle.  Using employee home locality information and the time 

employees commute to / from work, the Coordinator will be able to identify the 

geographical distribution of the employees and identify any locality / region with a 

higher concentration of employees.  There are various firms in the transport services 

sector that can offer ride-sharing services. 

73. It is noted that Measure 4 (Traffic surveys and spot counts to monitor progress of the Plan 

will be carried out) and Measure 25 (Review GTP, targets, measures, and actions) will 

contribute towards providing further information for a better and more efficient 

collective private transport service. 

Electromobility 

Measure 20: Provision of car charging stations 

74. A number of electric car charging stations will be setup within the Scheme car park 

and will be in line with license conditions of the Ministry for Energy and Water 

Management.  These are shown in the plans in Appendix 1 

Flexi-time 

Measure 21: Tenants will be encouraged to offer flexi-time working conditions 

75. Flexi-time offers employees the opportunity to arrive / leave at work at staggered 

hours.  Although this does not necessarily reduce trip generation, flexi-time helps 

ease congestion at peak hours.  Flexi-time also allows employees that use public 

transport to catch the bus when the network traffic is lighter, thereby improving 

journey times. 

Alternative Modes of Transport 

Measure 22: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a campaign to promote the 

benefits of alternate modes of transport (e.g. push scooters and e-scooters) 

76. The benefits of alternative modes of transport will be promoted, through regular 

information dissemination.  One of these alternative modes of transport is the push 

scooter or the e-scooter.  Given that many people are afraid to cycle due to heavy 
traffic, using a scooter along the promenade might provide a fast, simpler and safer 

option.  The scooter can also be folded making it easy and convenient to store. 
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Travel Packs 

Measure 23: Travel packs will be prepared and distributed to all employees, 

potential property buyers, and new residents 

77. In order to promote sustainable travel choices, a travel pack will be prepared that 

will be made available to all members of staff as well as to potential property buyers 

as part of the marketing process, and new residents.  This travel pack will include: 

• Information on the GTP, its purpose, why it is required, and how it works; 

• Details on all measures, incentives, and facilities provided within the Scheme; 

• Details on GTP targets;  

• A map that shows nearby pedestrian and cycling facilities; 

• A map that shows walking and cycling times; 

• User-friendly, up-to-date information on bus routes, timetables and destinations; 

• Details of the roles and responsibilities of the GTP Coordinator and the GTP 

Steering Committee; and  

• Feedback details. 

  



 
 

21 

MONITORING AND REVIEW 

78. The GTP should not be considered as cast in stone.  Monitoring and review of a plan 

is crucial to determine, maintain, and improve its success.   

Monitoring 

Measure 24: Submit initial GTP report and subsequent updates to the PA TPU 

79. In order to gauge the effectiveness of the GTP, regular surveys will be carried out 

among staff, visitors and residents.  The Green Transport Plan Coordinator will be 

responsible for the distribution, collection and analysis of travel surveys (samples of 

typical questionnaires are in Appendices 2 and 3).  

80. The first survey should be undertaken three months after the Scheme becomes 

operational to confirm baseline conditions.  Subsequent surveys should be 

undertaken close to the submission date of the monitoring reports.  

81. A Monitoring Report will be submitted to the PA’s Traffic Planning Unit (TPU) one 

year after the Scheme becomes operational.  This will include a self-assessment of the 

GTP.  An outline of a Monitoring Report that includes the self-assessment form is 

provided in Appendix 4.  This schedule will be repeated every two years, see 

below. 

Table 7: Schedule of feedback to the PA TPU 

Task Year 0 Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 

Undertake survey Months 3 & 

11 
- Month 11 - Month 11 

Submit monitoring report Month 12 - Month 12 - Month 12 

 

Plan Review 

Measure 25: Review GTP, targets, measures, and actions  

Measure 26: Publish results and present reports to the PA TPU 

82. The Green Transport Plan Coordinator will undertake regular reviews of the GTP.  

This review, based on the results of the travel survey, minutes from the GTP Steering 

Committee meetings, and ad-hoc feedback, is fundamental to the assessment of the 

effectiveness of the implemented measures.  It will also help to: 

• Ensure the plan’s continuity and adequacy; 

• Identify areas where improvements may be necessary; and 

• Adapt the plan to unforeseen circumstances or opportunities. 

83. Should the GTP need to be updated, it needs to include a section of the review 

process and a description of the circumstances that led to the update. 

84. The GTP review will be undertaken and a report will be collated and submitted to 

the PA TPU every two years.  
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85. If the GTP meets or exceeds its targets after five years, no further reports need to 

be submitted to the PA’s TPU.  If targets are not being met, the monitoring period 

will extend for nine years after the Scheme becomes operational. 

86. The survey data will be compared with the results from the previous years to 

determine whether the objectives of the GTP are being achieved.  The analysis of the 

feedback will indicate the strengths and weaknesses of the plan and will support the 

review of the GTP. 
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ACTION PLAN 

87. An Action Plan has been produced to aid the Green Transport Plan Coordinator 

with the GTP implementation.  This Action Plan outlines the commitments and sets 

out the timescales for achieving each task.  It provides a useful checklist to ensure 

that the GTP is being fully implemented.   

Table 8: Action Plan 

Timeframe Action 

Before commencement of 

operations 

Measure 1: The Applicant will identify a suitable person to take on 

the role of GTP Coordinator. 

Measure 9: There will be appropriate facilities on site such as 

changing rooms with lockers, showers etc. 

Measure 10: There will be appropriate and secure bicycle parking 

facilities on site. 

Measure 17: A number of parking spaces within the Scheme car park 

will be designated for car share parking only. 

Measure 20: Provision of car charging stations. 

Measure 23: Travel packs will be prepared and distributed to all 

employees, potential property buyers, and new residents. 

Within three months of 

opening 

Measure 2: The GTP Coordinator will establish a Steering 

Committee that includes representatives of the tenants and 

residents. 

Measure 3: Personal journey planners will be appointed to help 

members of staff identify alternative travel options. 

Measure 7: Financial incentives to increase public transport use will 

be considered. 

Measure 12: The site will be promoted as a cycle-friendly work / 

living place. 

Measure 13: A Bicycle Users’ Group will be established. 

Measure 15: Participation in existing bike sharing schemes will be 

considered. 

Measure 16: The GTP Coordinator will set up a car sharing 

database. 

Measure 18: Set up and provide a collective private transport 

service. 

After one year of opening 

Measure 4: Traffic surveys and spot counts to monitor progress of 

the Plan will be carried out. 

Measure 24: Submit initial GTP report and subsequent updates to 

the PA TPU. 

Bi-annually 

Measure 3: Traffic surveys and spot counts to monitor progress of 

the Plan will be carried out. 

Measure 25: Review GTP, targets, measures, and actions. 

Measure 26: Publish results and present reports to the PA TPU. 

On-going 

Measure 5: Members of the Committee will engage in discussions 

with staff on how to improve their journey to work. 

Measure 6: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a public transport 

information dissemination programme. 

Measure 8: The GTP Coordinator will embark on an educational 

campaign on the benefits of walking. 

Measure 11: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a campaign to 

promote the benefits of cycling. 

Measure 14: Cycling training to members of staff will be considered. 
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Timeframe Action 

Measure 19: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a campaign to 

promote the collective private transport service. 

Measure 21: Tenants will be encouraged to offer flexi-time working 

conditions. 

Measure 22: The GTP Coordinator will embark on a campaign to 

promote the benefits of alternate modes of transport (e.g. push 

scooters and e-scooters). 

Steering Committee meetings. 

Keep all travel-related information up-to-date. 

Report maintenance issues of public infrastructure to the relevant 

authorities. 
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Appendix 2 

Employee GTP Questionnaire 

 

 



 
 

 

GTP 

WORKER QUESTIONNAIRE 

Introduction  

All workers will be asked to participate in this travel survey in order to establish the travel 
patterns of workers and to gauge how these may change in the future.  

 

Please complete the questionnaire based upon your TYPICAL travel to work habits on a 

NORMAL working day.  

 

The information provided will be treated confidentially and at no stage will individuals be 

identified.  

 

Please complete all sections of the questionnaire.  

 

Section A 

A1) Name the locality where you live ________________________________________ 

 

A2) Which main mode of travel do you typically use to travel to / from the Site? (Choose 

the mode that covers the greatest distance for your typical journey)? 

 □ Car (alone) □ Car chare (as passenger or driver) 

 □ Bus □ Motorcycle 

 □ Walk □ Bicycle 

 □ Collective private transport  

 

A3) How did you travel to work in the past five days? (Choose the mode that covers the 

greatest distance for your typical journey): 

 

Mode of travel Day 1 Day 2 Day 3 Day 4 Day 5 

Car (alone)      

Car (as passenger or driver)      

Bus      

Motorcycle      

Walk      

Bicycle      

Collective private transport      

I did not work on this day      

I worked from home      

I worked at another site      

 

 

A4) To the nearest 15 minutes, what time do you typically arrive at work? 

 _____ : _____ 

 

A5) To the nearest 15 minutes, what time do you typically leave work? 



 
 

 

 _____ : _____ 

A6) How long does it normally take you to travel to work?  

 □ 0 - 15 minutes  □ 16 - 30 minutes   □ 31 - 45 minutes  

 □ 46 - 60 minutes  □ 60+ minutes 

 

A7) Do you ever work from home instead of travelling to work? 

 □ Never □ Occasionally (less than once a month) 

 □ Quite often (more than once a month) □ Very often (more than once a week) 

 

A8) What measure would enable you to work from home more often than you currently 

do? (tick as many as apply) 

 □ Access to files and emails from home □ Provision of laptops 

 □ Internet access □ Managerial support  

 □ Flexi-time working □ I prefer not to work from home  

 
Section B: Non-car drivers only 

B1) Is there anything that we can do to help you with your journey to work?  

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________ 

 

Section C: Car Drivers only 

C1) Which of these statements best describes why you use the car as your main mode of 

travel to work? (Please tick ONE box only). 

 □ I prefer the privacy of driving alone 

 □ It is cheaper than public transport 

 □ It is quicker than public transport 

 □ I get discounted / free parking 

 □ There are no direct public transport links from where I live  

 □ I need the car for other journeys after this one 

 □ I need the car for business trips 

 □ Working hours vary too much 

 □ It is too far to walk / cycle 

 □ It's too dangerous to walk / cycle 

 □ I need to carry large / heavy goods 

 □ I need to drop off / pick up others (spouse / children) 

 □ I am dropped off 

 □ There are no cycle parking / changing facilities at work 

 □ Other reasons (please specify) _____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C2) Which ONE of the following changes would MOST encourage you to use public 

transport as an alternative to the car when travelling to the Site? (Please tick ONE box only) 



 
 

 

 □ More direct bus services 

 □ More frequent bus services 

 □ Improved waiting facilities at bus stops 

 □ Better public transport information on routes and timetables 

 □ Real-time information at the bus stop 

 □ Subsidised / discounted tickets 

 □ Better bus connections to my locality 

 □ I prefer not to use public transport 

 □ Other suggestions (please specify) __________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C3) If a car sharing scheme were available with other employees would you be willing to join 

it?  

 □ Yes  □ No 

 

C4) What would encourage you to car share? (Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ Help in finding car sharing partners 

 □ Reserved parking spaces 

 □ Guaranteed lift home in case of emergency 

 □ Pool cars for site visits / meetings etc 

 □ Financial incentives for car sharers 

 □ Other reasons (please specify) _____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C5) What would be your PRIMARY reason for not joining a car sharing scheme? (Please tick 

ONE box only).  

 □ I car share already 

 □ I prefer the privacy of driving alone 

 □ Hours of work vary too much 

 □ I need to drop off / pick up others (spouse / children) on the way to / from work 

 □ I do not travel directly to / from work 

 □ I am dropped off 

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

C6) If a collective private transport service was available, would you be willing to join it?  

 □ Yes  □ No 

 

C7) What would encourage you to use a collective private transport service? (Please tick 

ONE box only).  

 □ Pick-up / drop off location closer to home 

 □ Pick-up / drop-off times that are more suitable to my work schedule 

 □ Guaranteed lift home in case of emergency 



 
 

 

 □ Transport / company cars for site visits / meetings etc 

 □ Subsidised service 

 □ Other reasons (please specify) _____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C8) What would be your PRIMARY reason for not using a collective private transport 

service? (Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ I prefer the privacy of driving alone 

 □ Hours of work vary too much 

 □ I need to drop off / pick up others (spouse / children) on the way to / from work 

 □ I do not travel directly to / from work 

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

C9) If you could not use your car to travel to work what other mode of travel would you 

use? (Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ Bus  

 □ Motorcycle 

 □ Walk 

 □ Bicycle 

 □ Car share / get dropped off 

 □ Collective private transport service 

 □ No satisfactory alternatives 

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

 

C10) Which ONE of the following would MOST encourage you to walk as an alternative to 

the car when travelling to work? (Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ Walking buddies 

 □ Better street lighting 

 □ Pool cars for site visits / business meetings 

 □ More relaxed dress code 

 □ Improved pavements and paths  

 □ Would never consider walking  

 □ Improved changing facilities / showers 

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

C11) Which ONE of the following would MOST encourage you to cycle as an alternative to 

the car when travelling to the Site? (Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ Cycling buddies 

 □ Safer cycle routes 

 □ Improved cycle storage  

 □ Improved changing facilities / showers 



 
 

 

 □ Pool cars for site visits / business meetings 

 □ Provision of cycle maps  

 □ Bicycle training 

 □ Bicycle sharing system 

 □ More relaxed dress code 

 □ Discounts / loans for the purchase of bike / cycling equipment 

 □ Would never consider cycling / walking  

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

C12) Do you have any other comments, ideas and suggestions to improve your travel 

options to the Site? If yes, please write them here below: 

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

Thank you for sparing the time to complete this survey. 

  



 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 3 

Resident GTP Questionnaire 

 

 



 
 

 

GTP 

RESIDENT QUESTIONNAIRE 

Introduction  

All residents will be asked to participate in this travel survey in order to establish the travel 
patterns of residents and to gauge how these may change in the future.  

 

Please complete the questionnaire based upon your TYPICAL travel habits on a NORMAL 

day.  

 

The information provided will be treated confidentially and at no stage will individuals be 

identified.  

 

Please complete all sections of the questionnaire.  

 

Section A 

A1) How many people live in your household: 

 □ 1  □ 2  □ 3  □ 4+ 

 

A2) How many people work in your household: 

 □ 0  □ 1  □ 2  □ 3  □ 4+ 

 

A3) How many of the following do you have at your household? 

 

Cars  Bicycles  Motorcycles  

 

A4) How did you travel to work in the past five days? (Choose the mode that covers the 

greatest distance for the typical home-work journey and tick for each worker.  For example, 

if two members of the household travel to work by bus, tick this box twice). 

 

Mode of travel Day 1 Day 2 Day 3 Day 4 Day 5 

Car (alone)      

Car (as passenger)      

Car (with passenger(s))      

Bus      

Motorcycle      

Walk      

Bicycle      

Collective private transport      

I did not work on this day      

I worked from home      

 

A5) How long does it normally take to travel to work? (tick for each worker) 

 □ 0 - 15 minutes  □ 16 - 30 minutes   □ 31 - 45 minutes  

 □ 46 - 60 minutes  □ 60+ minutes 



 
 

 

A6) Do you ever work from home instead of travelling to work? 

 □ Never □ Occasionally (less than once a month) 

 □ Quite often (more than once a month) □ Very often (more than once a week) 

 

A7) By what mode does your household travel for the majority of the following journeys? 

(Please tick for each resident. For example, if two people travel to school on foot, tick this 
box twice). 

 

Mode of travel 
Shopping 

(retail) 

Shopping 

(food) 
Education Restaurant 

Car (alone)     

Car (as passenger)     

Car (with passenger(s))     

Bus     

Motorcycle     

Walk     

Bicycle     

Collective transport     

 

Section B: Non-car drivers only 

B1) Is there anything that can be done to help you with your journeys?  

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________ 

 

Section C: Car Drivers only 

C1) Which of these statements best describes why you use the car as your main mode of 

travel? (Please tick ONE box only). 

 □ I prefer the privacy of driving alone 

 □ It is cheaper than public transport 

 □ It is quicker than public transport 

 □ I get discounted / free parking 

 □ There are no direct public transport links from where I live  

 □ I need the car for other journeys after this one 

 □ I need the car for business trips 

 □ Working hours vary too much 

 □ It is too far to walk / cycle 

 □ It's too dangerous to walk / cycle 

 □ I need to carry large / heavy goods 

 □ I need to drop off / pick up others (spouse / children) 

 □ I am dropped off 

 □ There are no cycle parking / changing facilities at work 

 □ Other reasons (please specify) _____________________________________ 



 
 

 

C2) If you could not use your car to travel what other mode of travel would you use? 

(Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ Bus  

 □ Motorcycle 

 □ Walk 

 □ Bicycle 

 □ Car share / get dropped off 

 □ Collective private transport service 

 □ No satisfactory alternatives 

 □ Other suggestions (please specify) __________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C3) Which ONE of the following changes would MOST encourage you to use public 

transport as an alternative to the car? (Please tick ONE box only) 

 □ More direct bus services 

 □ More frequent bus services 

 □ Improved waiting facilities at bus stops 

 □ Better public transport information on routes and timetables 

 □ Real-time information at the bus stop 

 □ Subsidised / discounted tickets 

 □ Better bus connections to my locality 

 □ I prefer not to use public transport 

 □ Other suggestions (please specify) __________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C4) If a car sharing scheme were available with other residents would you be willing to join?  

 □ Yes  □ No 

 

C5) What would encourage you to car share? (Please tick ONE box only).  

 □ Help in finding car sharing partners 

 □ Reserved parking spaces 

 □ Pool cars 

 □ Other reasons (please specify) _____________________________________ 

______________________________________________________________ 

 

C6) What would be your PRIMARY reason for not joining a car sharing scheme? (Please tick 

ONE box only).  

 □ I car share already 

 □ I prefer the privacy of driving alone 

 □ Hours of work vary too much 

 □ I need to drop off / pick up others (spouse / children) on the way to / from work 

 □ I do not travel directly to / from work 

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 



 
 

 

C7) Which ONE of the following would MOST encourage you to walk as an alternative to 

the car? (Please tick ONE box only) 

 □ More attractive routes 

 □ Safer, and better lit streets 

 □ Improved pavements and paths  

 □ Would never consider walking  

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

C8) Which ONE of the following would MOST encourage you to cycle as an alternative to 

the car? (Please tick ONE box only) 

 □ Safer cycle routes 

 □ Improved bicycle storage facilities 

 □ Provision of cycle maps  

 □ Bicycle training 

 □ Bicycle sharing system 

 □ Cycle parking at destination 

 □ Showers / changing facilities at destination 

 □ Would never consider cycling 

 □ Other (please specify) ____________________________________________ 

_______________________________________________________________ 

 

C9) Do you have any other comments, ideas and suggestions to improve your travel options 

to the Site? If yes, please write them here below: 

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

Thank you for sparing the time to complete this survey. 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

Appendix 4 

GTP Monitoring Report Outline 

 

 





 
 

 

Outline of Monitoring Report to the PA TPU 
 

Current GTP Objectives & Targets 

Reproduce the GTP Objectives and Targets 

 

Monitoring Method 

Include the survey date, the number of responses, and the percentage of staff who 

responded.   

Include the actual questionnaire in an Appendix. 

 

Results Summary 

Present the updated modal split and a results summary for each question (in graphical or 

text form, as appropriate). 

Comment on the results in terms of progress towards the set targets. 

Include the full results in an Appendix. 

 

Self assessment of GTP Implementation 

See form on the following page.  Note that other actions / measures that are not considered 

in the GTP are included.  This is to provide the GTP Coordinator with other 

implementation measures for consideration. 

 

Commentary on Measures Implemented in the Last Period 

Provide details of the measures that have been implemented since the last reporting period.  
Evaluate the effective of these measures.  For example, if cycle racks have been installed, 

describe when these have been set up and give an estimate of how many are used on a 

typical day.  Will other cycle racks be provided? 

 

Describe how the GTP measures are being communicated to site users.  

Give details of any additional steps taken to market and promote the GTP 

 

Future Actions 

Identify any future actions that will be implemented to achieve further improvements in the 

GTP. 

 



 
 

 

Self assessment form 

 

Note that other actions / measures that are not considered in the GTP are included.  This is to 

provide the GTP Coordinator with other implementation measures for consideration. 

 

Tick the appropriate box to set the current status for each measure / action.  

 

Key: 0 Not implemented 

1 Scheduled / Being implemented 

2 Implemented / Made available 

3 Significant use 

 
MEASURES / ACTIONS 0 1 2 3 

Reduce the need to travel     

Flexible working hours      

IT systems for teleworking     

Local recruitment policy      

GTP Steering Committee     

Personalised travel planning      

     

Increase walking and cycling     

Promotion of walking and cycling routes around the site      

Promotion of the health benefits of walking and cycling     

Secure, covered and convenient cycle parking      

Changing and shower facilities      

Lockers for storing outdoor clothing and equipment      

Pool bicycles for staff and visitors     

Bicycle Users’ Group      

Discount vouchers at cycle shops     

Favourable loans for staff to purchase bicycles     

Cycle training / induction scheme     

‘Buddy’ scheme for walking and cycling      

Promotion of site as a cycle-friendly workplace     

     

Increase the use of public transport     

Promotion of walking routes to bus stops     

Favourable loans for season ticket purchase      

Discount or taster vouchers for public transport     

Emergency ride home system for staff using public transport     

Private shuttle bus to fill gaps in public transport services      

Access to public transport information via site notice boards or internet / 

intranet for staff and visitors 
    

     

Introduce a collective private transport service     

Mapping the location of employees and identify best routes for the service     

Collective private transport service     

Promotion of collective private transport service with the employees     

Emergency ride home system for staff using the collective private transport 

service     



 
 

 

MEASURES / ACTIONS 0 1 2 3 

     

Reduce the use of the private car      

Parking restraint     

Allocation of parking spaces based on the need to drive     

Preferential parking spaces for car sharers     

Car sharing matching facility      

Emergency ride home system for car sharers     

Car club set up or joining with an existing service     

Pool cars for staff      

Alternative fuel fleet vehicles      

Promoting the purchase of alternative fuel vehicles      

Risk assessment to identify need for driver safety training     

‘Park and Ride’ scheme set up, supported or promoted     

     

Encourage motorcycle use     

Dedicated parking     

Lockers for storing clothing and helmets     

Safe rider training     

     

Please also indicate the current number of:    

- Personalised Travel Plans for staff     

- Secure cycle storage (number of bikes)     

- Showers      

- Lockers for pedestrian / bicycle commuter use     

- Designated car sharing parking spaces     

- Pool bicycles     

- Pool cars     

- Users of the collective private transport service     

 

 
Based on Monitoring Report Template provided by Surrey County Council http://www.surreycc.gov.uk/roads-

and-transport/roads-and-transport-policies-plans-and-consultations/company-travel-plans/travel-planning-

resources Last accessed December 2015. 

http://www.surreycc.gov.uk/roads-and-transport/roads-and-transport-policies-plans-and-consultations/company-travel-plans/travel-planning-resources
http://www.surreycc.gov.uk/roads-and-transport/roads-and-transport-policies-plans-and-consultations/company-travel-plans/travel-planning-resources
http://www.surreycc.gov.uk/roads-and-transport/roads-and-transport-policies-plans-and-consultations/company-travel-plans/travel-planning-resources
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Appendix 4: Sound level Meter Calibration Certificates 
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Appendix 5: Landscaping Scheme 
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AERIAL VIEW
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Grey limestone

Blue limestone 
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Level B1 Level 00 Roof terrace
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SURFACE WATER

Location - Level 00
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PLANTING REFERENCES - TERRACE PLANTING AREAS

Small shrubs and herbaceous planting up 
to 500-700mm high, with some scattered 
small, multi-stemmed trees in plantign 
areas.
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PLANTING REFERENCES - PERIMETER PLANTERS

Mix of shrubs and small trees to provide a 
lush green border to the building contour.

Pistacia lentiscus (Mastic tree) (E)

Punica granatum (Pomegranate tree)(D)
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Lygeum spartum (Esparto grass) 

Strelitzia Reginae (Bird of paradise) 

Thymus serpyllum (Creeping thyme)

Agapanthus africanus (African lily)

Scattered, sculptural olive trees with a 
herbaceous understorey. Tree height in the 
order of 6-8m, understorey in the order of 
500-700mm.

Olea europaea (Olive tree) (E)

PLANTING REFERENCES - ROOF TERRACE

Thymbra capitata 
(Mediterranean Thyme)

Cymbopogon citratus (Lemon grass)

Cheirolophus crassifolius 
(the Maltese centaury)

Verbena bonariensis (Verbena)


