
PA/02767/16: Comments received by ERA during the EIA scoping stage (From 
25 May 2016 to 15 June 2016) 

 
A. Transport Malta (Email dated 26 May 2016) 

 

Comments 

Transport Malta has nothing specific to be included in the terms of reference for the EPS 
 

 
B. Ramblers’ Association of Malta (Email dated 26 May 2016) 

 

Comments 

In our opinion it is indispensable that satisfactory answers be given to the following questions before 
validating the project for planning considerations. 
1. How can the evident and  considerable negative impacts of over-development in a rural area, 
damage to sensitive ecology in an AEI/SSI, geological risk of cliff collapse and slope stability, visual 
and landscape deterioration, downgrading of natural bay/coastal area, etc., be economically and 
socially justified in the national context; 
2. The financial and land resource outlay for the proposed hotel project seem, at first glance, heavily 
out of proportion for future returns expected from such a small number of hotel beds. Therefore a 
presentation of an economic feasibility study of the hotel project in order to assess its future 
sustainability is warranted with a view that the same fate of the previous hotel will not befall the 
proposed hotel, and to ascertain that the project is not turned into luxury residential block of 
apartments. 
In short the opportunity cost in terms of ecological loss to the Maltese natural environment must be 
carefully weighed against the social and economic benefit to the nation, not solely to the 
developer/s.  
We foresee a greater benefit to the nation if the existing derelict building is removed and the 
comprehensive threatened area protected in its ecological and scenic glory.  
 

 
C. The Regulator for Energy and Water Services (Email dated 30 May 2016) 

 

Comments 

The Regulator for Energy and Water Services does not in principle object to these types of 

developments.  

Please note, that you are required to consult the REWS when the development includes one of the 

following:      

 fuel/gas storages 

 swimming pools 

 installation of photovoltaic systems  

as these would require registration / authorisation / permit. 

 

 
D. Environmental Health Directorate (Email dated 03 June 2016) 

 

Comments 

With reference to your e-mail dated 25 May 2016 regarding subject indicated in caption and following 
review of the Project Description Statement, please be informed that we would like to have the 
following issues related to public health included in the terms of reference for this proposed 
development: 

 Adverse air quality impacts especially from particulate matter (dust) and emissions from heavy 
vehicles, equipment and machinery, noise and vibration impacts during the demolition, site 



clearance, excavation and construction phase and the effects of these impacts on sensitive 
receptors in the Area of Influence and on the general public.  

 Adverse impacts on the bathing water which although not considered as one of the official 
bathing sites the coastal area is sought for swimming. 

 Waste management and disposal issues for all generated waste streams during the construction 
and operation phase.   

 Ground water and surface water in terms of water quality including run-off management. 

 Adverse impacts caused by unsafe, inadequate storage and improper handling of raw materials 
on site and from potential accidental spillage of hazardous fluids, fuel and lubricants. 

 Traffic management and related problems including access arrangements and safety measures 
both for pedestrians and vehicular traffic during the construction and operation phase. 

 Ventilation measures at proposed basement garage. 

 Pest control management on site and the surroundings especially regarding rodents which could 
be an issue on the surrounding area during the excavation phase. 

 The overall cumulative impacts of the development on sensitive receptors in the Area of 
Influence and the general public. 

Reservoir harvested rain water should not be used for human consumption or personal use. All 
water used for human consumption and personal use is to be adequate and potable and preferably 
from the Water Utility Supply i.e. Water Services Corporation. 
 
Applicant is also requested to carry out specific discussions with the Environmental Health 
Directorate  regarding the proposed bar and restaurant, spa and pool ,any water features and other 
facilities (such as cooling systems, R.O. plants,  etc.) in view of specific regulations under the Food 
Safety Act and the Public Health Act.  
 
Proposed cesspit is to be duly registered with the Superintendent of Public Health. 
 
The EPS should also include a detailed description of the measures envisaged to prevent, minimize 
and where possible offset any significant adverse health effects and nuisances on sensitive 
receptors in the Area of Influence and on the general public. This should include details of monitoring 
programmes that may be proposed.  The EPS should also identify, describe and discuss in detail 
the possible health effects of any residual impacts that cannot be mitigated.  
 

 
E. Nature Trust Malta (Email dated 13 June 2016) 

 

Comments 

Introduction: 
The site is within a Scheduled Area of High Landscape Value and an Area of Ecological Importance. 
 
NTM notes with concern that: 
- The site is in an ODZ. 
- There is an increase of the building area from 343 m2 to 561 m2, besides realignment of the 

buildings. This contradicts the Rural Policy and Design Guidance, 2014 Policy 6.2C /3 which 
does not allow the replacement building to exceed the total floor area of the previous building. 

- An outdoor pool is included. This questions the ‘eco-sustainability’ of the boutique hotel being 
marketed. Besides the excavation per se for this pool, such a pool uses fresh water (+ daily 
replenishments). It does not make sense to have a pool next to the sea especially for such a 
small hotel. Point 2 of the screening matrix of the EIA screening has failed to include the pool 
as a resource use. 

- A tunnel is to be excavated to provide a pathway for the beach. 
- The design of the hotel as presented does not provide attempts to blend the hotel with the 

surroundings (rural characteristics of the area). 
- Public access to the coast must be allowed (Point 16 of the screening matrix). 

 
Consequently NTM insists that the following are required: 
- An Ecological Impact Assessment. This should be done during the WINTER period – November 

– April, to establish the full perennial flora of the area especially geophytes.  



- A geological impact assessment to assess risks during and after excavation works (especially 
pool and tunnel) and building of the area. Globigerina limestone which is characteristic of the 
area is rather weak and prone to erosion and fracturing. 

- A light pollution assessment 
- A visual impact assessment 
- A landscape impact assessment 
- Social impact use of the area b locals (fishing, bathing, boats, fishfarms). 

 
Please inform Nature Trust as interested party, when the application becomes public. 
 

 
F. Marsaxlokk Local Council (Email dated 14 June 2016) 

 

Comments 

With reference to the underneath, please be informed that the Marsaxlokk Local Council has 
reviewed the Project Description Statement (PDS) and although at this stage we do not have any 
points that we would like included in the terms of reference of the said document, as done before, 
we would like to register our interest in the consultation stage and any relative meetings which might 
be held in relation the application in discussion 
 

 
G. Front Harsien ODZ (Email dated 14 June 2016) 

 

Comments 

Front's proposals for the terms of reference for both ODZ Kalanka Hotel: 
1. Impact on surrounding Area of Ecological Importance during the construction phase must be fully 
assessed. This would include impact of transportation of the raw materials, impact of works on site. 
2. Project Development Statement estimates that project would create 4019 cubic metres of 
construction waste.  Assessment should assess impact of excavation of geological features. 
Impacts of proposed excavations, site levelling and site clearance should be assessed. Studies 
must assess slope stability and possibility of cliff collapse especially in view of interventions on 
Globigerina Limestone which include the excavation of a tunnel on the beach should be assess 
3. Social impact on bathers and people who frequent beach should be assessed.  Impact on Public 
accessibility should also be assessed.   
4. Impact of noise during both construction and operational phase must be assessed and compared 
to present noise levels. 
5. Proposal is located in close proximity to the coastal water body MT 112 (Ras il- Fenek to Wied 
ix-Xaqqa), designated under the Water Policy Framework Regulations, 2004 (Legal Notice 194 of 
2004).  Any risk to this water body must be fully assessed,. 
6. Photomontages from different viewpoints including from the direction of the sea, are required to 
assess impacts on landscape character and visual amenity.  
7. Impact assessment on public access to coast. 
8. Heritage appraisal of nearby structures 
9. Impact assessment of accesibility to heritage structures. 
10. Reversibility impact assessment 
11. Estimates of services required (water, electricity, drainage, infrastructure, sanitary, etc..) and the 
impact of this at local, regional and national levels. 
12. Waste generation and the cost of attending to this. 
13. Impact assessment of visual and aesethitic factors (including short, medium and long distance 
views). 
14. Ecological design factors 
15. Impact assessment of water usage 
16. Impact assessment of precedence setting in terms of further development on ODZ land. 
 

 
H. Din L-Art Ħelwa (Email dated 15 June 2016) 

 



Comments 

To whom it may concern,  
 
Din L-Art Helwa (DLH) is of the opinion that the ruins of the structure should be removed and the 
area reinstated to its natural state. DLH is of the opinion that there is no valid justification for the 
redevelopment of site, and the proposed construction of a larger hotel and all associated amenities. 
This site is located in an area of high ecological importance which should not be spoilt by touristic 
developments.  
 
DLH is of the opinion that this application should not be processed any further but should it be 
processed, below please find a list of recommendation as TOR; 

      Revised proposal which does not exceed the existing footprint of 343m² as per policy 6.2C (3) 
the replacement building does not exceed the total floor area of the previous building 

      A volumetric study in order to have a mass which integrates better into the landscape. The 
elevation of the proposed development shows a large volume which would overpower the existing 
bay.  

      Impact on usability of beach to the public as well as public access should be studied 
       Visual study – renders of the proposal will be required from various strategic points in order 

to assess impact of the development. These should be taken both from land and at sea with near 
and distant views.  

      A study of light pollution and the effect of such within a sensitive ODZ is to be analyse 
      Appropriate landscaping plan. This landscaping would need to consider both the site contours 

and sensitivity when selecting species. 
     A study of waste management during the construction phase would need to be carried out. 

Waste management could result in pollution of the same bay/area which could cause long lasting 
detrimental effects.  
 

 
I. Friends of the Earth Malta (Email dated 16 June 2016) 

 

Comments 

Please find below Friends of the Earth Malta's submissions in relation to TRK163702 (EA0007/16) - 
Redevelopment of an existing derelict hotel including environmentally friendly measures and 
provision of public ancillary facilities at Ta' Kalanka, Delimara. 
1. The social and environmental impacts that such a project would create should be properly 
assessed. This should include public accessibility related issues and any additional land disturbance 
that might occur in the area around the site. 
2. Light pollution issues should be carefully analysed. 
3. Noise pollution should also be factored in both during the construction phase but also once the 
hotel starts operating. 
4. The implications of this new hotel with regards to resource and infrastructure 
(water/sewage/electricity/waste). 
5. Visual aesthetics should conform to the characteristics of the place. 
6. In depth socio economical analysis on whether the development of this site will be of real benefit 
to the surrounding communities and people who frequent the area as compared to removing the 
existing structure. 
7. Applicant has made reference to digging up a tunnel. The structural soundness of this should be 
properly assessed and relative consent of owner (Government) of underlying land be obtained. 
 

 
J. BirdLife Malta (Email dated 21 June 2016) 

 

Comments 

To whom it may concern: 
 
As written on ERA’s webpage of active public consultations, submissions regarding the above 
named development proposal can be made until the 27th June. 



 
As a reaction on the proposed development TRK 163702 “Redevelopment of an existing derelict 
hotel including environmentally friendly measures and provision of public ancillary facilities” in Ta’ 
Kalanka, Delimara, BirdLife Malta would like to submit the following comments: 

 The proposed development qualifies for an Environmental Planning Statement (EPS) as per 
Schedule IA, Category 3.3.2.2(ii) of the EIA Regulations, 2007 (S.L. 504.79), hence a full EIS should 
be prepared and be available for public consultation 

 The development site covers an area of approximately 3,646sqm including landscaped areas, 
however, the current buildings’ footprint covers an area of approximately 343sqm. The replacement 
buildings should not exceed the total floor area of the previous buildings as per the Rural Policy and 
Design Guidance, 2014, part 6. It is stated in the PDS, that the building area will be increased from 
343sqm to 561sqm. 
This is against the national policy frameworks and should disqualify the planning application. It 
appears that the conditions that would allow this development to be allowed in an ODZ area are not 
met, and accordingly these development plans do not qualify for the granting of a permit. 

 As stated correctly in the PDS, Policy MD01 of the SPED designates Delimara Peninsula as the 
Delimara National Park. Hence, in accordance with Structure Plan Policy RCO14, the greater part 
of the Delimara Peninsula, as defined on the Policy Map, will be designated as a national park where 
priority will be given to conservation, protection and improvement of the natural heritage. In this 
location, positive provision will also be made for recreational uses consistent with this objective. 
Limited commercial development related to the needs of park users will be considered. Other uses 
likely to have a harmful or conflicting impact will be refused. The development of “13 luxury suites, 
3 superior deluxe suites and 1 presidential suite, a lounge, bar and restaurant, gym, spa and outdoor 
pool as well as the development of beach facilities (for public use) at Kalanka Bay including public 
toilets and showers, a first aid room, storage room and waste separation facilities” does not 
contribute to conserve, protect or improve the natural heritage of the area. It is furthermore not clear 
in what sense these developments reflect the implementation of “environmentally friendly measures” 
as stated in the PDS title  

 In the PDS, it is pointed out that in the area, there are a number of small structures that appear 
to be used by hunters. The hunting activities have to be properly addressed and existing structures 
have to be demolished to guarantee the conservation, protection and improvement of the natural 
heritage in the region, particularly if the structures are illegal.  

 The proposed development site is bordering agricultural land in the north. A comprehensive study 
to analyze the present agro ecosystem, including conditions of soil nutrient and soil biota, is 
essential to determine potential environmental impacts and risks. It should be identified whether the 
development would impact land of agricultural value. 

 The proposed development lies within two Areas of Ecological Importance (AEI), one Site of 
Scientific Importance (SSI), and an Area of High Landscape Value (AHLV). AEI’s, SSI’s and AHLV’s 
require protection from developments because of their considerable ecological and scientific values. 
ERA is obliged to safeguard and protect these areas/sites and therefore has to ensure that the 
proposed development meets the relevant environmental assessment criteria prior to take decisions 
on the realization of the project. 

 Negative environmental impacts will arise during constructional and operational phase of the 
project, including noise, vibration, dust, and surface water runoff. The impact of such activities can 
be transported via sea affecting a larger area of the marine environment. These impacts have to be 
identified in the EIS and addressed adequately. 

 The development may introduce excessive lighting during the constructions and operational 
phase, bringing light to an area which is otherwise not provided with any street lighting. The impact 
of the development in relation to contributing to sky glow in relation or addition to other major 
developments in the area needs to be carefully assessed, especially with regards to the impact of 
certain wildlife such as seabirds which are sensitive to coastal light pollution.  

 Traffic will increase both, during construction and operation of the project, including heavy vehicle 
traffic and traffic due to visitors to the area. This will cause negative impacts on air quality and will 
limit the availability of public space. Additional parking demand may be caused by the development, 
resulting in an impact on surrounding land. 
These impacts have to be identified in the EIS and addressed adequately. It has to be looked into 
whether this is in line with the obligations of relevant policy plans, such as the SPED. 

  The development envisages the excavation of a car park and also a tunnel. This may cause an 
impact on the surrounding geology and Kalanka beach caused via vibrations caused by the 
excavation. These impacts have to be identified in the EIS and addressed adequately. 



 The national power plant facility is in the immediate surrounding of the proposed development. 
Emissions and noise resulting from the power plant might have an impact on hotel users which 
needs to be considered. The EIS should point out respective measurements to ensure that no 
negative effects on human health and the environment arise. 
 

 
K. Members of the Public (Email dated 06 – 26 June 2016) 

 

No Comment 
submitted 
by 

Comments 

1 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

06 June 

2016 

In my opinion it is indispensable that satisfactory answers be given to 

the following questions before validating the project for planning 

considerations. 

1. How can the evident and  considerable negative impacts of over-

development in a rural area, damage to sensitive ecology in an 

AEI/SSI, geological risk of cliff collapse and slope stability, visual 

and landscape deterioration, downgrading of natural bay/coastal 

area, etc., be economically and socially justified in the national 

context; 

2. The financial and land resource outlay for the proposed hotel 

project seem, at first glance, heavily out of proportion for future 

returns expected from such a small number of hotel beds. 

Therefore a presentation of an economic feasibility study of the 

hotel project in order to assess its future sustainability is 

warranted with a view that the same fate of the previous hotel 

will not befall the proposed hotel, and to ascertain that the project 

is not turned into luxury residential block of apartments. 

3. The development of a permanent private concession 

contravenes the spirit of the recently enacted Public Domain Act 

which foresees the public enjoyment of areas of scenic and 

natural value and forbids development on the coastal perimeter. 

What assessment is being made of these factors? 

4. Effective enforcement of conditions laid down in permit is never 

carried out in Malta. This development will ruin one of the very 

few pristine sites left in Malta. 

 

In short the opportunity cost in terms of ecological loss to the Maltese 

natural environment must be carefully weighed against the social and 

economic benefit to the nation, not solely to the developer/s. 

It is of greater benefit to the nation if the existing derelict building is 

removed and the comprehensive threatened area protected in its 

ecological and scenic glory. 
 

2 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

This is a message in favour of redeveloping the existing derelict hotel 

at Kalanka in Delimara. 

The area has been neglected for so many years and its about time it 

gets upgraded. 

This will help both from an environmental perspective and also an 

economic one. 

The south of Malta needs similar projects to enhance the popularity of 

the area. 

Thank you for your consideration. 



 

3 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

Kalanka project will do a world of good to the south of the island, 

Jerma Palace was also very beneficial to the area, it is a pity how 

derelict the area now looks. 

Please give your support to the Delimara project.   

 

4 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

I believe that the proposed re-development will act as an anchor for 

the maintenance of this derelict area. The fact that this development 

will attract visitors, local and foreign, will reinforce the interest in the 

area thus spurring the authorities, both local and central to invest in 

the much needed maintenance of this area. 

Additionally, it will have the effect of getting the local populace to first 

appreciate the area and then look after it or at least refrain from 

damaging it further 

At this time, the place is treated as a derelict area. With such a 

development, it will be treated as actual 'property' with a very apparent 

value. 

I gather that the re-development seeks to introduce the concept of 

environmental husbandry and protection. This can be a prime example 

for similar developments in other rural areas. This example cannot be 

set by the developments in other densely populated areas such as 

Sliema and St.Julians and therefore this will be a golden opportunity 

for all the stakeholders to show that such environmentally sensitive 

projects may be undertaken and be of universal benefit to all 

stakeholders. 

Thank you for offering the opportunity of engaging with you and  

 

5 Member of 

public 

 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

To whom it may concern: 

 

When considering the present state of this site and the lack of facilities 

and tourist accommodation in the south of Malta, one cannot but be in 

favour of such development. Obviously one needs to respect the 

environment and scenery surrounding the proposed development yet 

a proper scheme will only complement future embellishments. The 

proposed beach facilities are greatly needed at kalanka bay and will 

surely minimise the environmental impacts which are presently 

polluting such a pristine location. I think this proposal is quite balanced 

since the developer has also considered sufficient renewable sources 

for energy production. Another positive aspect is that finally the area 

will be manned, maintained and above all surveilled from illegalities. 

 

6 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

After reviewing the application of Delimara Hotel, I feel that it is a great 

idea to finally develop this area, thus eliminating such hideous building 

with an ecological structure, improving and enhancing the 

environment as it will be taken care of and bringing more attraction to 

the site amongst the locals and tourists, making it more accessible and 

comfortable with the added facilities to the general public. 

 

7 Member of 

public 

 

To whom it may concern,  

 



Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

Project: TRK 163702 (EA 00007/16) - Redevelopment of an existing 

derelict hotel including environmentally friendly measures and 

provision of public ancillary facilities; At, Ta' Kalanka, Delimara. 

 

As regards to the above project, I fully agree with the proposed 

development since it will give to the general public the much needed 

beach facilities at Kalanka bay. It's about time that we focus more and 

give good projects to the South of Malta.  

 

8 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

 

I am writing on the subject re the redevelopment of an existing derelict 

hotel including environmentally friendly measures and provision of 

public ancillary facilities at kalanka bay delimara. I am a frequent visitor 

of delimara and surrounding areas since I come from the near by 

village of Zabbar and have always questioned why such a beautiful 

property remained in such a shameful state. locals can testify that it 

has been neglected for ages, yet when it was still operative it was an 

attraction to both locals and tourists alike, it was a landmark where 

one could find refreshments and a snack, public convenience and also 

the owners use to take care of the general up keep of the area. The 

concept of an ecological accommodation blends well with the 

surrounding landscape and if planned properly it will be the first of its 

kind. I happen to know the person involved in its development Mr 

Kenneth Abela and I can vouch that he has the environment agenda 

really at his heart so no wonder he came up with an ecological concept 

and that will surely respect the surrounding landscape. a very positive 

consideration is of the creation of public ancillary facilities such as 

toilets, showers etc, these will surely facilitate the process of having 

Kalanka Bay as the first blue flagged Beach in the south of Malta 

accompanied with an accessible for all link. 

 

On this premise I would like you to note my support and agreement 

with this initiative and hope it will materialise in a short time. 

 

9 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

14 June 

2016 

I write to you regarding the subject above. For years we have been 

hearing the same rhetoric that the south of Malta has become the most 

neglected area and dumped with the heaviest industries on the island. 

This is a fact which unless addressed would remain unchanged. There 

is a good possibility that a very well sought after area in the south could 

be rehabilitated to become unique area for recreational purposes. The 

derelict building is already there as has been for the past 50 years or 

so and the only possibility I see is that it either remains so, or have it 

rebuilt with better solutions to reflect todays reality with the public’s 

interest into consideration. In my humble opinion such a development 

would only enhance the area by having someone with a vested interest 

that the area remains fit for the purpose of the development which in 

itself is proposing an environmentally  considerate proposal and also 

to best serve the public in the area. Could anyone imagine how in 2016 

this area does not provide a public convenience? Where and how do 

all the people frequenting the area relieve themselves? Are we after 

having the area being left abandoned for illegal hunting and a safe 

haven for drug users? 



The environment is very important subject to be safeguarded, but the 

right of the individual citizen and the general public have also a bearing 

weight to be considered. 

The development of this project has no other impact other than a 

positive one for everyone including the tourism industry which till this 

date has always kept away or retreated from the area.  

 

10 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

18 June 

2017 

I am submitting my comments following the public invitation for 

comments, published on the Sunday Times of Malta dated 5th June 

2016, in relation to the Environmental Impact Assessment for the 

‘Redevelopment of an existing derelict hotel including environmentally 

friendly measures and provision of public ancillary facilities’ at Ta’ 

Kalank, Delimara, Marsaxlokk. 

 

The terms of reference which shall be included in the Environmental 

Impact Assessment shall take into consideration that the increased 

built-up area and building heights would have a significant impact on 

the landscape of the site.  

I strongly recommend that the Environmental Impact Assessment will 

include: 

   The extent to which the site, which is located in a highly sensitive 

environment and protected area, will be affected by increased built-up 

area and heights; 

    The extent to which the proposed development will affect the 

natural and ecological qualities of the site and how its surroundings 

will be protected given that the site is scheduled as an area of high 

landscape protection in the Strategic Plan for the Environment and 

Development; 

     The extent to which other ancillary developments will affect the 

environmental surroundings including the public beach area; 

     Whether public beach area will be taken up by the proposal of 

‘public beach facilities’. I strongly recommend that any public beach 

area remains untouched for the public enjoyment of many, including 

all shoreline. Apart from being taken up unjustly from the public any 

beach facilities will definitely have an impact on the bay and its 

sensitive environment; 

     Whether public access remains untouched as follows (reference 

is made to the attached document with this email): 

o    Point A – Access to Triq il-Ponta tat-Tawwalija; 

o    Point B to D – Access to the stairs which lead up the Ta’ Kalanka 

beach from Triq il-Ponta tat-Tawwalija; and 

o    Point C – Access to the stairs which lead up to the Ta’ Kalanka 

beach from the parking area in front of the proposed development. 

I strongly recommend that the Environment and Resources Authority 

takes into consideration all of the above and does its utmost to protect 

one of the remaining untouched spots on the island and a landmark 

for thousands of tourists. 

 

11 Member of 

public 

 

To whom it may concern 

 



Email dated 

22 June 

2016 

Living in the South of Malta for the last 45 years, I have been made 

aware of an application of for the development of Delimara / Kalanka 

bay. 

 

I have to say that I am in agreement with the proposed development 

since it will give the general public the much needed beach facilities at 

Kalanka bay. Currently there is no decent beach for swimming 

purposes to be found in the South.  

 

This area has been neglected for years and the development and 

upgrade of such would be of great benefit not only to the general public 

but also from an environmental perspective and an economic one.  

 

12 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

24 June 

2016 

Jien nzur il kalanka kull sajf, niftakar il lukanda miftuha u vera kienet 

sabiha u ta kumdita ghal min jkun f'dawk l-inhawi. Kien hemm toilets u 

showers ghal min kien jkun il bahar. Ir restaurant kien jservi ikel malti 

u kienu jigu hafna familji fi zmien il fest jgawdu ix-xalati hemm. Niftakar 

wara li ghalqet il post spicca mitluq u jintuza ghal abbuzi, hasra post 

bhall dak baqa zdingat hekk. Xhin smajt li ha terga tiftah kont kuntent 

li wara dawn is snin kollha, dan il post rega sab xortieh u flahhar ha 

jerga jkollna fejn ngawdu il bahar u l-kumdita ta toilets u fejn wiehed 

jista jiekol u jixtri xi affarijiet bazici. Naqbel ma dan l-izvilupp 

 

13 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

24 June 

2016 

Have been frequenting the kalanka bay area for quite a long time and 

always wondered how on earth can such a beautiful building be left to 

deteriorate in such a state. Finally someone brave enough has taken 

the initiative and invest in upgrading the area. Lets support similar 

initiatives that respect the environment and respect human beings.... 

Hope the idea of beach facilities goes through, ERA should find a 

balance as to permit this development and also safeguard the area. 

Having someone having a vested interest in keeping the area well kept 

is a very positive way forward. Good luck! 

 

14 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

24 June 

2016 

To whom it may concern,  

 

I would like to show my appreciation towards the planning of 

developing Kalanka bay hotel and the surrounding beach areas in 

Delimara. it has been long left unattended becoming an unwelcoming 

area. Any beach goers lack sanitary facilities incurring a problems to 

the rest of the beach commuters and most of all the environment, 

along with garbage problems in the whole area. I hope that the hotel 

is also part of the project since the current rundown hotel is an eye 

sore and a mecca for indecent activities.  

 

looking forward to attending the Kalanka beach more often 

 

15 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

24 June 

2016 

RE:   Subject: TRK   163702 (EA  00007/16) 

 Development of an existing derelict hotel including environmentally 

friendly measures and provision of public ancillary facilities.  At, Ta’ 

Kalanka, Delimara 

  



I am writing to you to show my support and appreciation for the above 

mentioned project.  The crumbling and derelict remains of what once 

a small hotel is not only an eyesore, ruining one of the most scenic 

spots in the South of the Island, but also, for scores of years have 

served as some kind of a refuge for drug abusers and other criminal 

activities. 

  

It is self-evident that the project for developing a new and quaint 

boutique hotel on an abandoned rat-infested site will serve as a boon 

to enhance the splendour of this natural beauty spot.  Besides helping 

developing the tourist potential of the Southern region, it will make 

accessible to the general public coastline and waters which up to now 

could be enjoyed by a few who relish the life of adventure. 

  

I am sure that I am speaking for the majority of the people of the South 

when I recommend the acceptance of such a environmentally-friendly 

project. 

 

16 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

25 June 

2016 

To whom it may concern 

  

Re:  Subject TRK  163702 (EA  00007/16) Redevelopment of an 

existing derelict hotel including environmentally friendly measures and 

provisions of public ancillary facilities; At 

Ta’ Kalanka, Delimara. 

  

We are happy that at long last, such an ugly de-lapidated building is 

to be replaced by a hotel.  We consider ourselves as friends of our 

natural environment, and so we can never understand the reasons 

why this decaying and dangerous hotel cannot be replaced by a 

modern one which besides complementing the intrinsic beauty of its 

natural environment, will for the first time ever, make the rugged, 

majestic coastline down below, fully accessible to the general public. 

  

On top of this, we are of the opinion, that the new hotel will foster much 

needed economic growth to the locals of the area.  We notice, and 

with a heavy heart remark taht since the closing down of the Jerma 

Palace Hotel in Marsascala, the entire South has been left bereft of 

any hotel which serves as a tourist attraction. 

  

We are certain that you will consider all these factors in your 

deliberations. 

 

17 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

26 June 

2016 

Lil Mittenti 

 

Jider car li dan huwa  zvilupp sustenibli u min qed jiproponih zamm 

fmohhu l ambjentu l ekologija tal madwar.Jien nhobb hafna in natura 

u sikwiet nsiefer ghal vakanzi eco, l ahhar akkomodazjoni li kont fija 

kinet tixbah ezatt dan propost fil Kalanka ta delimara, probabli min qed 

japlika jew mar xi post simili jew tahh oparir simili. 

 



Progetti bhal dawn jghinu direttament kemm li nies jsiru konxji aktar tal 

gmiel naturali peress li jekk ikun hemm facilitajiet, il post ikun aktar 

accessibli , kif ukoll jkun hemm management tal inhawi ahjar.  

 

Illum hemm telqau tifrik kbir.Bi ftit ghajnuna nahseb li dan il post jkun 

gojjel fin nofsinar ta Malta u ghalehekk niextiq narah isehh. 

 

18 Member of 

public 

 

Email dated 

26 June 

2016 

Inhobb nifrekwenta iz zona ta Kalanka Bay kemm fil jiem tax Xitwa kif 

ukoll fil granet tas Sajf. Sfortunatament, prezentament dan il post 

qieghed fis stat ta abandun. Progett bhal dan jaghmel gid mhux biss 

lit turizmu izda anka ghalina il Maltin jkun accessibl iktar. Fin nofsinhar 

ta Malta, ghandna nuqqas kbir ta progetti bhal dawn u cert li b naqra 

sforz dan il post jista jkun wiehed mil-isbah postijiet li ghandna f Malta. 

Ghalhekk naqbel li terga tinfetah dik il-lukanda kif ukoll il-facilitajiet 

ghal publiku proposti. 

 

 


