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Enclosure(s) Lo

Subject . Falmouth Cruise Project EIA — Scope of in-combination assessment

for appropriate assessment

Dear Roger,

We are writing to outline Royal Haskoning's proposed approach to carrying out the in-
combination assessment for the proposed Falmouth Cruise project as required for the
appropriate assessment under the Conservation (Natural Habitats &c) Regulations 1994 (the
Regulations). We would be grateful if you could examine this letter and write back to us by 7"
March 08 confirming whether you agree with our proposed approach.

The information for appropriate assessment (including the in-combination assessment) will be
presented in a discrete chapter of the Environmental Statement. It is our intention that this
chapter will provide the competent authority with sufficient information with which to undertake
the appropriate assessment decision.

We nofe that under the Regulations there is a requirement for competent authorities to make an
appropriate assessment of any plan or project which is likely to have a significant effect on a
European site, either alone or in combination with other plans or projects and is not directly
connected with or necessary to the management of the site (for nature conservation).

According to Habitats Regulations Guidance Note 4 (HRGN4), the Regulations limit the scope of
the in combination test to “other plans or projects”. These should include:
* approved but as yet uncompleted plans or projects;
* pemitted ongoing activities such as discharge consents or abstraction licences,
* plans and projects for which an application has been made and which are currently under
consideration but not yet approved by competent authorities, and
* plans or projects not yet submitted to a competent authority for consideration, but for
which sufficient detail exists on which to make judgements on their impact on the
European Site.
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Consideration of past projects:

We are aware that a number of projects have taken place within the estuary since the Fal and
Helford SAC was put forward as Site of Community Interest. We understand that these include
{and are not necessarily limited to) the following projects:

* Reconstuction of Queen's Jetty in 2004, which was subject to appropriate assessment

* Commercial maer extraction which this ceased in about 2004 and had been going on for

at least 20 years. The licensing of this was subject to appropriate assessment.
* Mylor yacht harbour expansion 2001.
*  South West Water Falmouth Sewage Treat Scheme Phase Il 1998.

We understand that under the Regulations, there is a requirement to consider past projects,
although this is not explicitly stated in HRGN4. We propose to address this issue by taking the
presence of these past projects into account when preparing the baseline for the preparation of
the appropriate assessment and EIA. For example we have carried out a recent marine
ecological survey to survey the status of the maerl beds. The results of this survey take account
of the fact that maer extraction may have historically had an impact on the maerl communities by
the very nature that the survey is recent and therefore any impacts as a result of the extraction
will have already occurred and will have already influenced the communities surveyed. Similarly
we have carried out a recent sediment quality survey so any effects of past projects on sediment
contamination levels will be automatically included in the baseline. In this way, the presence of
past projects is considered and we do not consider it necessary to camry out any studies to
retrospectively examine the effect that these individual projects have had in the past in the SAC.

Please note a similar approach was taken by Royal Haskoning to carrying out the appropriate
assessments for the following similar projects: Poole Harbour Deepening, Bathside Bay
Container Terminal, Felixstowe South Development, Northern Gateway Container Termmninal.
This approach was not challenged by Natural England or any other parties during the
consideration of these applications and the majority of these projects have since received
consent.

Consideration of approved but not yet constructed projects:
We propose to include the following projects in the in-combination assessment:

* A&P marina. This has received planning permission but construction is not yet
completed.

* Falmouth wharves development — currently subject the subject of a planning applications

* Port Pendennis marina extension — cumrently being considered by the MFA.

Future projects for which an EIA is in preparation:
* This may include the dredging of the FOS jetty. At present no EIA is underway for this,
but if at the time the cruise project AA is undertaken, this will need fo be included if there
is sufficient detail on the proposals to allow it to be taken into consideration.

Please could you advise us of any other projects which you are aware of that should be taken
into consideration.

13 February 200 054181/L00002/303481/Exat

Yours sincerely,
For Haskening UK Ltd

Nicola White
Project Manager for EIA

cC. Mike Reynolds, FDEC
Mark Sansom, FHC
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Summar’y’ Minutes ROYAL HASKONING

HASHOMNING UK LTD.

Location ©  Royal Haskoning, Elizabeth House, EmperorWay, ENVIRONMENT
Exetar

Date 1 & April 2005

Time  11am

Our refarence © OP48B66/C/NSW/Exet

Subject : Falmouth docks capital dradge and cruise terminal

Present: Mark Sansom (MS), Falmouth Harbour Commissioners (FHC)

Andy Dixon (AD), Defra (MCEL)

Rager Covey (RC), English Natura (EN)

Peter Jonas (P.J), Environment Agancy (EA)
Christa Upjohn (CU), Environment Agency (EA)
Steve Challinor (SC), Royal Haskening (RH)
Micola White (NW), Royal Haskoning (RH)

Apologies: Sylvia Blake, CEFAS
Mike Reynolds (MR), Falmouth Docks & Engineering Co. (FDEC)

ACTION
1.ntroduction  The aim of the meeting was fo discuss the propesed cruise
terminal development and capital dredge, particularly to update
MCELU on the proposals and discuss the censenting regime.

2. Actions RH have contacted CEFAS with regard to the appropriate
from previous assessment of the disposal site. No appropriate assessment
meeting has been undertaken but CEFAS will be undertaking a review of
the effects of the disposal site onthe cSAC. This review is due
to be undertaken later this year when more data are available.
RC is to check in his files and forward any relevant information
about the disposal site that he has. RC

The volume of dredged arisings that comprises maarl has been
calculatad by RH and the results have been drculated.

EA and MCELU are in the process of discussing the position with

regard to the waste management regulations. It was

emphasised that it is important to determine wheather the waste EA/MCEU
managaement regulations apply or not to the re-use of

contaminated material. EA and MCEU are to clarify the situation

and then inform FHCG/FDEC of the position.

AD requested that FDEC write to the MCEU outlining the

proposed use of the contaminated matarial and confirming that FDEC
the fillwill commence below maan low water springs (this is
important with regard to the Waste Management Regulations).

AD recommendead that the EIA and appropriate assessmeant
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ACTION
cover all aspects of the scheme. It was agreed that it would.

PJ and RC have not commented on the scoping report as yet. It

was agreed that it is not worth commenting in detail because the

scoping report will be revised and circulated for a formal scoping  PJ/RC
opinion in due course. However, it was agreed that they would

have a quick look through the document and indicate whether it

is moving in the right direction.

All correspendence should be copied to the MCEU.

2. MCEU AD confirmed the MCEW's position as detailed in their lstter of
Decision the 1% February 2005.

3. Methods of Disposal of dead maerl

disposal for

dredged The possible optiens for placement were discussed. AD noted RH
material that the MCEU would follow EN's and CEFAS's advice with

regard to consenting the placement of maerl. RC highlighted
that the placement of material within the existing channel is likely
to be a good option. RC emphasised that the sediment
characteristics of the maerl need to be taken into account when
deciding on placement options. It would be desirable to recreate
an area of habitat which is similar in sediment characteristics to
that of the maerl currently in Area 4. The possible gradation of
maerl below the seabed therefore needs to be taken into
consideration. If it is found that silty maerl currently underlies
loose clean maerl, consideration should be given to stripping off
the clean layer and relaying this on top of any placements to
create habitat which is similar to the existing maerl bed.

AD noted that the MCEU are unlikely to be able to prevent FHC
from selling the maerl on the open market, if this is what they
wished to do. It was confirmed that no FEPA extraction licence
would be required for this process because maerl does not fal
under the definition of aggregates and would arise as a waste
product of capital dredging rather than a resource of aggregate
extraction.

Clean material (suitable for disposal at sea)

It is estimated that around 28,000m* of material is proposed to AD
be disposed of at sea. The site is managed to take up to 40,000
tonnes a year. GEFAS have some numerical modelling data
conceming the site. AD to consult CEFAS with regard to this

revised amount of material now being proposed for disposal.

The effects of dispesal in combination with any other disposal

would need to be considered.

QP4BEH/C/NSW/EXet 24
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ACTION
AD confirmed that the EIA would need to include an assessment
of the effects of disposal at the licensed disposal site. MR/EN/

EA
Onee the proposed scheme has been decided on, the scoping
report is to be revised and submitted to the MCEU for a formal
scoping cpinion.
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ROYAL HASKONING

HASKONING UK LTD.
10:30am, 20th November 2006 ENVIRONMENT

Falmeouth Docks, Falmouth
9P4866/C00001/301963 Exet

Falmouth Cruise Developments: EIA progress

Mike Reynolds, Falmouth Docks and Engineering Company
Mark Sansom, Falmouth Harbour Commissionars

Roger Covey, Natural England

John Holmes, Matural England

Martin Rule, Envirenment Agency

Emma Whereat, Envirenment Agency

Nicola White, Royal Haskoning

Introduction

The EIA has received funding and is currently being tendered through
the Official Journal of the Eurepean Union. The EIA is expected to be
awarded to the successful tenderer in mid-January 2006. The
SWRDA funding for the EIA runs until November 2008.

The aim of the meeting was to discuss the cruise terminal proposals
and the EIA with Natural England and Envirenment Agency. The
meeting forms one of a series that will be carried out throughout the
ElA process. The next meeting will probably be held in mid-February
2007.

Update on the channel design

The proposed width of the channel has been increased since 2005
due to the need to accommodate largervessels. The current design of
the dredge involves excavation of around 430,000m” of material.

As part of the EIA studies, navigation simulation studies will be carried
out to design the channel and to examine alternative channel
alignments.

Discussion of disposal routes

Natural England’s main concern is to ensure that the EIA contains
sufficient information to determine the impacts of the proposals on the
SAC. Forexample through remobilization of contaminants and direct
loss of habitat. Enough information will be required to inform an
appropriate assessment.

10:30am, 20th November 2006 9P4866/C0000M/301963/Exat 3
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