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Meeting EIA Public Consultation for EIS in relation to the following development 
permit application: 

PA 04576/09 - Proposed Coastal Sea Defences including: (a) repairs and 
increase in height to existing secondary break water arm at Delimara, (b) 
Construction of new arm at Ponta tal-Qrejten. Secondary Break Water 
ARM, Delimara Power Station, Delimara, Il-Ponta Tal-Qrejten off, Triq Il- 
Barrakki, Marsaxlokk, Malta. 

Date  Monday 13th March 2017 

Duration 6.00pm – 7.30pm  

Location Primary School, Marsaxlokk  

ERA 
representatives 

Perit Ruben Abela (CEO), Perit Michelle Piccinino (Director) 

Minutes taken by Leonora D’Amato  

 

 

Perit Ruben Abela opened the meeting giving details about the proposed 
development which is currently subject to an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
(PA 04576/09 - Proposed Coastal Sea Defences including: (a) repairs and increase 
in height to existing secondary break water arm at Delimara, (b) Construction of new 
arm at Ponta tal-Qrejten. Secondary Break Water ARM, Delimara Power Station, 
Delimara, Il-Ponta Tal-Qrejten off, Triq Il- Barrakki, Marsaxlokk, Malta.). 
 
Details vis-à-vis the purpose of the meeting were provided, in particular that the 
meeting was part of the EIA process.  It was also clarified that this was not the 
decision-taking meeting but was being held to present the EIS findings and to gather 
feedback from the public in due time for any relevant considerations to be factored in 
during the process.  
 
Mr. Sacha Dunlop and Mr. Mario Schembri on behalf of AIS Environment Ltd. 
delivered a presentation explaining the studies and findings carried out as part of the 
EIS. 
 
Perit Ruben Abela opened the floor for comments after the presentation.  
 
Mr. Mario Carabott 
 
Mr. Carabott enquired with regards to the date in which the invitation was sent to the 
different cooperatives. He also expressed his concern with regards to said proposal; 
since he believes that the situation will remain unchanged and that the problem will 
persists, negatively effecting fisherman like himself. 
 
Mr. Marco Carabott 
 
Mr. Carabott explained that the impression given was, that the proposal has already 
been decided and that alternative 2 is the preferred option.   He continued by stating 
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that he disagreed with the information provided in the presentation in that alternative 
2 will have a much smaller impact with respect to erosion when compared to 
alternative 1. Fishermen believe that alternative 1 was being discarded due to the 
fact that with this proposal, waves will be reflected towards the Freeport Terminal. 
The explanation provided with respect to the impact of alternative 1 on the posidonia 
is not justified being that previous development proposals in the area were all carried 
out on the same posidonia without any problems. The same can be said with respect 
to marine archaeology. 
 
Mr. Anthony Carabott 
 
The breakwater being proposed was never actually needed as the problems being 
encountered due to storms initiated only when changes were done to the natural 
environment of the bay (e.g. removal of ‘trixx’). Mr. Carabott explained that it is 
imperative that this breakwater is built with more tripods than the other breakwater 
located near Benghisa. During the presentation it was explained that consultations 
were carried out with different stakeholders including restaurant owners in the 
vicinity. One has to keep in mind that fisherman and their respective boats act as a 
tourist attraction in the area thus this project will in the end positively affect restaurant 
owners. The disruptions during the construction phase cannot be avoided and will 
take place with any proposal carried out in the area. He continued by expressing his 
disagreement with the consultants statements with respect to the conservation of the 
Roman Wall found in the area. Such wall is not visible and not easily reachable thus 
the conservation of such remains would not make sense. 
 
Dr.. Andreina Fenech Farrugia (Director General, Fisheries Department) 
 
Dr. Fenech Farrugia confirmed to those present that this project was initiative prior to 
2009. 
 
Perit Janice Borg (MTI Architects) 
 
Perit Borg explained that the first studies carried out back in 2009 took into 
consideration several options.  At the time it was considered that the best way 
forward was to build a new breakwater at il-Qrejten and to carry out an extension of 
the existing breakwater at Delimara. For some time this project was put on hold and 
by the time it was once again being considered, the LNG tanker had to be taken into 
consideration. Following these new studies the proposal is now considering the 
repair of the breakwater at Delimara instead of an extension. Perit Borg continued by 
explaining that both alternatives being proposed will have armour units along the 
whole breakwater to diminish wave actions.  
 
Ing. Mario Schembri (AIS Environmental Ltd) 
 
Ing. Schembri made reference to a correspondence dated 28th March 2016 with 
respect to a meeting with both cooperatives that was held before said date. The 
exact date as requested by Mr. Carabott could not be given during the public hearing 
and will be confirmed at a later stage. 
 
Mr. Mario Carabott 
 
Mr. Carabott asked Ing. Schembri whether an agreement with the cooperative was 
reached during the mentioned meeting. He also presented ERA’s CEO with a copy of 
an email whereby the Prime Minister is stating that no works will be carried out prior 
to agreements with the cooperative.   
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Perit Ruben Abela (CEO, ERA) 
 
AIS Environmental carried out the studies with regards to the impacts on the 
environment and did not carry out the design of such proposal. The consultations 
being carried out are on the environmental impacts of the proposal and not on the 
design. 
 
Ms. Janice Chetcuti 
 
Ms. Chetcuti opened her intervention by asking further clarifications and details with 
regards to the restricted swimming zone being mentioned in the documents. She also 
asked for further details with respect to the likely impacts during the construction 
phase and whether such impacts will be of a permanent nature.  
 
Ing. Mario Schembri (AIS Environmental Ltd)  
 
He explained that the restricted swimming zone will only take place during the 
construction phase and in the areas of influence. In fact one of the mitigation 
measures being proposed is the use of a silt curtain to avoid as much as possible 
pollution in the sea. During the construction phase, the only impacts identified were in 
the event that the silt curtain malfunctions. The only permanent impact identified from 
the studies was with alternative 1 in that the extension of the breakwater would affect 
the Posidonia. 
 
Mr. Josef Attard 
 
Mr. Attard acknowledged the need for this project and of a breakwater in the area. He 
asked what led to the decision to repair the existing breakwater located in the power 
station’s area, when during a meeting between both cooperatives and local council it 
was agreed that the best way forward would be to rebuild the breakwater closer to 
shore to protect fishing boats.  
 
He continued to explain that the new breakwater would need to be built closer to 
shore in order stop the sediment from accumulating the bay and avoid the yearly 
dredging required to deepen the bay. Marsaxlokk is affected by strong winds and the 
proposed breakwater will not stop the waves due to the current/predominant wind. 
He closed his intervention by stating that comments and ideas made by the 
fishermen should also be taken into consideration. 
 
Perit Janice Borg (MTI Architects) 
 
Perit Borg explained that in order to close the middle part of the bay and eliminate 
waves coming in the bay from this direction, breakwaters would need to be 
overlapped. However this will result in the total closure of the bay, and the formation 
of a “menqa”. 
 
Mr. Carmelo Cassar 
 
Dredging has been carried out since 1970s and its disposal was never an issue so 
should not be so for this proposal.  
 
Perit  Janice Borg (MTI Architects) 
 



4 
 

It must be explained that the consultants are not stating that no dredging should be 
carried out but are explaining the impacts that will result from  the proposed works. 
Conditions will be imposed in order to mitigate such impacts and it is our 
responsibility to adhere to said conditions. 
 
Mr. Mario Carabott 
 
Mr. Carabott asked for meetings with both cooperatives present together with 
applicants and architect to discuss their issues in more detail.  
 
Dr. Andreina Fenech Farrugia (Director General, Fisheries Department) 
 
Meetings have already been carried however we find no problem in organizing 
another one.  
 
Mr. Stephen Grech 
 
Mr. Grech pointed out once again the comments with regards to erosion as stated by 
Mr. Marco Carabott. 
 
Perit Janice Borg (MTI Architects) 
 
Perit Borg explained that the studies carried out and which took into consideration 
the LNG tanker showed that waves would be directed to the area known as tal-
Qrejten. However these also dissipate by the time they reach the bay. 
 
The proposal of having a breakwater at “Ponta tal-Fossa” would have affected 
negatively the bay and this is the main reason why it was not considered further. 
 
Mr. Anthony D’Amato 
 
The use of large stones would help in minimizing the effect of storms on the said 
breakwater and help to achieve the desired results. 
 
 
Perit Abela closed the meeting by confirming that the points raised have been 
recorded and noted. He also thanked the participants and invited them to send any 
further comments, preferably by email to eia.malta@era.org.mt, or by post to ‘The 
Director, Environment and Resources Authority, Hexagon House, Spencer Hill, 
Marsa, by 20th March 2017.  
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