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1.	Introduction

The Council of the Isles of Scilly (“The Council”) is seeking tenders to produce an Environmental Statement (an Environmental Impact Assessment) for the proposed sea defence works as part of the Isles of Scilly Sea Defence and Dune Management project.

In recognition of the environmental sensitivity of the Isles of Scilly, the Council as the Local Planning Authority (LPA) has determined that the planning application for the works associated with the Isles of Scilly Sea Defence and Dune Management Project requires an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in accordance with the Town and Country Planning (EIA) Regulations 2017. A scoping opinion has been received from the Local Planning Authority and is included as the Project Specification.

The Project identifies proposed sea defence works on four sites; three on St Mary’s and one on Tresco. The Environmental Statement should include a description of the physical characteristics and cumulative impact of the entire proposed works providing a context for the proposed development as well as containing a specific assessment for each individual site. Comment to responses received from statutory consultees and other stakeholders as part of the scoping opinion will be made available to the successful tenderer as the points made in these responses will need to be addressed as part of the EIA.

A summary of the proposed works being undertaken at each individual site is provided. The successful tenderer will receive a full copy of the business plan for the Isles of Scilly Sea Defence and Dune Management Project. This documents the strategic and economic case for the Project as well as providing an options review for each site detailing alternative “do nothing / do minimum / do more” scenarios. This business plan will be a key source of information for the EIA and also in addressing the comments on the issues raised by the stakeholders as part of the scoping opinion.  Detailed plans for the proposed works along with design statements and designer hazard records have been produced for each site. These will be made available to the successful tenderer.

[image: ]Location 4 – South Dunes
Location 1 - Porthloo
Location 2 – Porth Mellon
Location 3 – Porth Hellick


Location of proposed work sites



2.	ENVIRONMENTAL BACKGROUND

The Isles of Scilly have a population of 2,203 most of whom live on St Marys.  The economy of the islands is dependent on tourism, which relies on the tranquil, unspoilt, high quality environment and is therefore sensitive to change and development.

The Isles of Scilly are designated and protected at international and national levels for a number of features, including:

•	Presence of a number of nationally and internationally designated sites of interest for nature conservation (including Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI), Special Area of Conservation (SAC) and Special Protection Area (SPA) designations);

•	High landscape quality (including Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty designation);

•	Archaeological and cultural heritage (the highest concentration of scheduled monuments within the UK;

•	Important geological formations;

•	Small scale local landscapes and seascapes;

•	Low baseline noise levels; and

•	The importance of near views.

Further details on the natural environment of the Isles of Scilly can be found at;
http://www.scilly.gov.uk/planning/heritage-conservation-environment#Natural Environment



2.	Background Information 

The Isles of Scilly are located to the south west of Land’s End, separated from the mainland by approximately 40km of open ocean. There are over 200 granite islands and islets within the archipelago. There are five inhabited islands with a population of 2203, living in 1388 dwellings (2011 census). The total land area is 16.37 km2, St. Mary’s is the largest island with a land mass of 6.29 km2 and 1723 inhabitants. The remainder of the population live on Bryher, St. Agnes, St. Martin’s and Tresco. The highest point on the islands is 49m above sea level and approximately 30% of the land area is at or below 5m elevation. Tourism is the principal economy and in the summer the population increases to around 6000. The Duchy of Cornwall owns most of the islands and as a result, most properties are leasehold; only the built up areas of Hugh Town and McFarlands Downs on St Mary’s are largely freehold. The island of Tresco is let in its entirety to the Tresco Estate whilst any uninhabited islands or untenanted land is leased to the Isles of Scilly Wildlife Trust.

The whole of the Isles of Scilly are an Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty, a Conservation Area and a Heritage Coast. Further designations applied to the islands include a RAMSAR site of global importance, Special Area of Conservation (SAC) EU Habitats Directive, Special Protection Area (SPA) EU Habitats Directive, a Marine Conservation Zone, 26 Sites of Special Scientific Interest along with 238 Scheduled Monuments, 129 Listed Buildings and one Grade 1 Registered Park and Gardens. The distinctive landscapes encompass lowland heathland, enclosed pasture, hedged bulb strips, small harbours and quays and scattered rural settlements punctuated by tiny townscapes.

The Isles of Scilly are vulnerable to the impact of climate change, rising sea level, inundation and coastal erosion. The islands bear the brunt of Atlantic storms and storm surges, their low lying character coupled with the fact that much of the housing stock, critical infrastructure, fresh-water resources and commercial property are located close to sea level on narrow isthmuses increases the vulnerability. The risks to the islands have been highlighted by recent storms, particularly those of 2014, 2004 and 1989, and the impact these have had on key cross island infrastructure including; fresh-water sources, housing, commercial property, roads, sewerage, electrical and telecommunications infrastructure (especially on Tresco) and damage to quays on the off islands. 

This project is aligned to, and was driven by, the delivery of the Shoreline Management Plan (SMP2) and the Defra Isles of Scilly Water Interest Survey, a report on Flood Defences from 2011 undertaken by WRC and ARUP study which have been the basis for work on flood defences across the islands and FCERM funding allocations from the EA. The individual elements of the project have been identified on the Short to Medium Term plan in relation to Flood and Coastal Erosion Risk Management on the islands.

The proposed works meet the following aims of flood risk management on the islands;
· To protect critical economic, social and environmental infrastructure on the islands of Tresco and St Mary’s.
· To mitigate the impact of climate change, sea level rise, inundation and erosion on the islands and its communities.
· To manage risks to the islands communities from flooding and erosion, supporting their adaption and development of resilience.
· To help in the establishment of a long term action plan which helps minimise and reduce the reliance on defences in the future.
· To support the essential diverse character of the landscape and seascape of the islands.
· To support conservation values and minimise impacts on biodiversity and habitats while allowing adaptive response to natural change.
· To support the adaption and resilience of transport links between the islands as well as the mainland.

The reduction of risk to the islands’ freshwater supplies is a significant aspect of the project. The supply of water for St Mary’s comes from groundwater abstraction wells at Lower and Higher Moors (providing around 65% of the island’s needs) and from a desalination plant (providing around 35% of the island’s needs). One borehole in the Lower Moors area is particularly productive yielding around 50% of the freshwater supply. The water supply on Tresco comprises four abstraction boreholes which feed an island wide distribution system via a blending and treatment programme.


4. 	PROPOSED WORKS REQUIRING ASSESSMENT

The proposed works for each individual site are as follows;

Site 1 - Porthloo, St Mary’s

Porth Loo is located on the western side of St. Marys. The bay measures approximately 300m and is flanked to the north and south by rocky outcrops. At southern end of the beach is a boat yard which is protected from wave run-up by an engineered dune which extends half way along the beach. The northern extent of the beach is backed by an earth embankment which retains the road. The embankment is protected by an assortment of various size rocks and is currently susceptible to erosion and overtopping from wave events.

[image: ]

Proposed Works;
The aim is to reduce the vulnerability of Lower Moors SSSI (one of two freshwater source areas on St Mary’s and location of the most productive freshwater extraction borehole on the island) to saline intrusion by formalising the de-facto defence on the beach. The scheme will also aim to protect the access road at the northern end of the bay from being undermined and washed away. At the southern end of the beach, a commercial area is at risk of inundation during storm events. 

This will be achieved by installing rock armour protection along the unprotected face of the bank which extends the existing sea defence from the boundary of the boat park to the boundary of the SSSI at the north end of the beach. The rock will be Cornish granite, similar in colour and type to the naturally occurring granite on the islands. This will increase the crest level of the bank by c.1m to reduce overtopping and absorb wave energy. The bank crest and face will be strengthened with geotextile and planted with marram grass. The proposed works are above the MHWS mark although the construction area could still be affected by storm events.

The stated approach in the SMP2 is for NAI despite the fact that it is more exposed to direct wave action than other bays along this part of the coastline, due to its westerly aspect. The SMP2 estimates that inland erosion may be as much as 30m by 2105. There was a recommendation in SMP2 for further topographic work and modelling to check over-topping impact on the Lower Moors SSSI and associated impact on the freshwater supply for the island. Although still in draft form, this work has been undertaken confirming the flood water drainage link from Porthloo to the Lower Moors and also indicating the elevated presence of heavy metals at the northern inlet for the Lower Moors which could have an origin from historic industrial works associated with the boat park at Porthloo.

Investment in the sea defences at Porthloo demonstrates that at a local level there is more value associated with this frontage than had been determined by the high level economic assessment undertaken by the SMP2. The area is the site of the only significant sized boat park on the island and is also the location of associated commercial marine workshops with the only slipway on the islands capable of managing the inter-island tripper boats. There is such limited development space on the islands that there is no alternative site for a commercial boat park. The inter-island tripper boats are central to the visitor experience on the islands, and are crucial in supporting inter-island travel and as such this area is central to the local economy and the sustainability of the communities on the islands.

Benefit of the works;
o	protection of Lower Moors SSSI from saline intrusion
o	protection of domestic property
o	protection of the only road access to Porthloo
o	protection of principal boatyard and associated maritime business on St Mary’s


Site 2 - Porthmellon, St Mary’s

Porth Mellon is located on the western coast of St. Marys. The bay measures approximately 240m and is flanked by rocky outcrops. Access to the beach is via a slipway at the south west end of the beach.

Proposed Works
The aim of the project is to formalise the de-facto defence along the beach and preserve the strategically important assets located behind the beach. These assets include domestic and commercial properties located in the Island’s only business park/industrial estate; the Island’s waste and recycling facility at Moorwell; the SSSI site at Lower Moors and the principal highway connecting Hugh Town (the administrative centre) with the rest of the island of St Mary's. This will principally be achieved by the construction a rock revetment to dissipate wave forces and to reduce overtopping. 
[image: ]

The proposed work is located above the MHWS tide mark, however, the construction area could still be effected by rising tide levels and storm events.

The area is identified for HTL during Epoch 1, with a realignment approach preferred for Epoch 2 beyond 2025. Although not a formal hard defence the sand dune protects the low lying hinterland behind the beach, which provides a route for flood water into the Lower Moors. Over much of its length there is sufficient space for the dune to roll back and increase both its height and width, however the south western corner of the bay is already undercutting the road and improving the defensive standard here needs to be considered as part of any overall realignment.

Benefits of the Works include;
· protection of the Lower Moors SSSI from saline intrusion
· protection of domestic property
· protection of the principal highway connecting Hugh Town (the administrative centre) to the rest of St Mary’s
· protection of the main business park on the islands, including emergency response stations (fire, ambulance and coastguard) and an electricity sub-station
· protection of islands waste management and recycling site.



Site 3 - Porth Hellick, St Mary’s

Porth Hellick is located on the south-east coast of St. Marys. The 250-m wide bay is flanked on both ends by rocky outcrops. The backshore dune is made of coarse sand (4-10 mm particle size) and vegetation is well established along its crest by exotic plant species, primarily Fascicularia bicolor and Hottentot Fig (C.edulis). There are gaps and low points in the bank due to the action of storm events during the past decade. It has been reported though that the dune is not particularly mobile. The eastern end of the dune suffers from severe human-induced erosion due to the action of boat launching. Additionally, the construction of the existing outfall required the excavation of dune which was not reinstated to match the existing dune levels. These low spots are potential paths for saline intrusion into the Higher Moors Pool, the main fresh water resource for St. Mary’s, hence the sand dune defence needs improvement to continue to protect this natural resource.

Porth Hellick is very exposed to south-easterly storms and waves and inundation would have significant implications for the freshwater supply to St Mary’s. SMP2 predicts up to 65m of erosion by 2105, which would cut through the existing dune/shingle backshore storm ridge. Flood mapping indicates salt water inundation of the whole area. The SMP2 identifies an approach of HTL for the first Epoch and then MR with consideration given to the realignment of the embankment to provide improved, robust natural defence to the Higher Moors Area.

[image: ]

Proposed Works

This scheme aims to reduce saline intrusion into the Higher Moors Pool and the larger SSSI wetland area during storm events. The pool and the SSSI wetland are part of the main fresh water resource for St. Mary’s. The focus of the works is on the following three elements:

a. Replenish and re-vegetate the dune crest:
It is proposed that non-vegetated areas highlighted in yellow on the diagram above are replenished with crushed granite (of a size to replicate the existing composition of the bank) and revegetated with the same plant species found growing locally on the crest to provide a consistent and continuous line of defence against wave run-up and dune erosion.

The Fascicularia plants are firmly established on the bank and their removal would do irreparable damage to the integrity of the bank’s structure. Furthermore, their salt tolerance and development at this site has added a good metre of height to the bank and have helped stabilise and protect the bank during storm events. The Fascicularia are not encroaching on land beyond the bank and the use of the plant in selected areas will not extend its distribution beyond this site. Its use is with the aim to infill sections within the existing distribution and help provide those bare sections in the bank with a degree of protection that the rest of the bank already benefits from.

The Fascicularia plants also provide shelter on the landward side of the bank for other local vegetation. At present, some of these sheltered landward areas have been populated by Hottentot fig. None of this invasive species will be transported or propagated at this area. Where possible areas with little or no vegetation on the landward side will be planted with species such as Sea Campion, Sea Holly, Sea Kale and Sea Rocket etc to help prevent the opportunist spread of C.edulis.

b. Installation of an elevated timber boardwalk:
The section highlighted in orange on the figure above at the western end of the site, is primarily used by members of the public to access the beach. This is causing the dune to erode, facilitating a path for sea water to reach the water resource during storm events. In this case, it is proposed to install a timber boardwalk which will be elevated above the underlying beach material (circa 100mm). This should stop further deterioration of the dune from the pedestrian induced erosion.

c. Extending the dune:
The existing dune is to be extended along the section highlighted in green on the photograph above with its crest set to +5.00 ODN. To do so, the existing ground will be cleared to provide a suitable founding surface. The dune will be profiled in two sections, leaving a gap in between for the construction of a ramp for vehicular access to the beach. The slopes of the dune will match the existing (1V:6H approximately) and will be stabilised with 100% biodegradable geotextile mats (Coconet 800 or similar approved). The imported material is to be crushed Cornish granite 4-10 mm grading. The crest will be revegetated and the raised dune will require local profiling around the existing shed on the east end of the beach. The ramp will provide access to vehicles to carry out maintenance works on the outfall and any future repairs to the sea frontage of the bank. A concrete Armorflex mattress will follow the profile of the newly raised dune onto the beach and will be covered with topsoil and seeded with native grasses.

Benefits include;
· protection of the Higher Moors Pool and larger SSSI wetland area from saline intrusion
· protection of freshwater resource for St Mary’s.


Site 4 - South Dunes Complex, Tresco

South Beach is located on the southern coast of Tresco. Local observations suggest that the fore dune (the most seaward ridge of a coastal sand dune complex) at South Beach has been subject to erosion, causing it to retreat landward by ~8-10m over the past 9-10 years.
The Tresco Estate have built a wall of timber tree trunk piles around the incoming BT cable inspection chamber to protect it from continuing dune erosion. 

[image: ]
Proposed Works
The works involve installing a “rock-roll” defence where the fore dune is experiencing recession, 0.5m high, 100m wide to the west and 35m to the east of the existing timber defence. It is envisaged the defence will become buried with windblown sand and will only act as a toe defence during storm events. This is a trial defence and if the dune experiences adverse effects it will be removed.

The aim is for a scheme to protect specific vulnerable areas along the coastline of the southern part of the island to protect the critical infrastructure and important landscape and ecology of this part of the island. The SMP2 indicates that erosion of the shoreline may exceed 30m over the next 100yrs and that in certain areas possibly up to 75m. A NAI approach is preferred for the whole of the southern part of the island with the intent to maintain and allow enhancement of the natural environmental landscape. While this provides the main aspect of management, locally it is important to support the continued habitation of the island (which would not be possible without the freshwater supply and a low tide access point) where this can be achieved in a sustainable manner without incurring unacceptable disruption to natural processes. The regional coastal monitoring programme project illustrates the variable rate of change to the beach profiles along this frontage, highlighting the fact that the shoreline does not act like a typical linear beach frontage but is part of an overarching archipelago with multi-directional sediment dispersal patterns. In the more vulnerable areas there has been up to 22% erosion of the cross sectional beach area over the period from 2007 to 2017 with minor accretion occurring within 200yards along the same beach. The height of the dunes along the frontage show a similar variation at certain points and this increases the vulnerability at key locations, whilst also increasing the level of defence in other nearby areas.

The proposed structure is located above the 1 in 200year extreme water level including an allowance for climate change for up to 2066.

Benefits include

· protection of de facto defence at vulnerable areas reducing the risk of premature breaching and subsequent isolation of community from the only low tide access to the island.
· protection of saltwater inundation into the freshwater lakes at Great Pool and Abbey Pool which are central to the main aquifer for the islands.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]prevention of inundation of a SSSI area and the heritage gardens at Tresco Abbey, and protection of the landscape and ecology of this sensitive area.
· protection of the heliport site.
· protection of the site of the incoming telecommunications supply to the island and the associated BT cable junction box and the islands wood store/yard.



5. 	Project Specification 

5a	Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Opinion

The EIA scoping opinion letter from the Local Planning Authority, see below, should be regarded as the specification for the Environmental Statement. 
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6. 	Outputs and Objectives 

6a	Scope of the Environmental Statement

As detailed in the project specification, Section 5, pages 13-21.

Work to be based on the EIA scoping opinion from the Local Planning Authority, a review of literature and field studies to incorporate at least one site visit to each works location.

The EIA will consider direct, indirect, cumulative, temporary and permanent impacts.  Where necessary, mitigation measures will be recommended.  Criteria should be developed to assist in the assessment of impacts as major, medium, negligible or positive. It should be noted that one of the Sea Defence and Dune Management Project outcomes will be the surface area of habitats supported to attain better conservation status will be approx. 20 hectares.

6b	Structure of the Environmental Statement

The ES should contain, in no specific order the following sections;

A non-technical executive summary
The proposed project and construction methodology
The relevant planning context for the Project
The approach and methodology of the EIA study
The base line conditions
The potential effects and any proposed mitigations
The conclusions of the work

An initial draft report should be provided for discussion prior to the issue of a final report. Both reports should be in electronic format, both as a word and pdf document.



7. 	Programme & Costs

PROGRAMME

It is anticipated that the project would start immediately after receipt of the signed contract. 
The ES is fundamental to the planning permission and the granting of MMO licences for the works. As such the production of the ES is on the critical pathway for the project and it is required to be completed in a timely fashion. It is hoped that the final report should be completed within 3 months.
COSTS
All submissions will be required to provide a final lump sum prices for the delivery of the final report on the study.
The lump sum prices will need to include any and all costs the potential providers feel are necessary for meeting the specification. Tenderers should include a narrative in their submissions laying out the basis of their costs. 
i) Site visits
ii) Literature review
iii) Number of personnel involved and associated day rates
iv) Interpretation and Reporting.

This will help the Council understand the basis of the tender. The pricing summary table in the Quotation Opportunity Form must be used to provide a summary breakdown of costs.

The Council will make payments to the appointed tenderer on an invoice basis for work completed. 
Estimated Contract Value = £25,000

8. 	Tender Process

This is an open tender that shall be run under the terms described under the Quotation Opportunity document prepared for this project.
All quotation submissions are to be submitted as a paper copy by the deadline date to: Chief Executive, Council of the Isles of Scilly, Town Hall, St Mary's, TR21 0LW and should be titled “Quotation for Sea Defence EIA, SD-EIA-1;  DO NOT OPEN AUTOMATICALLY ON RECEIPT”.
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COUNCIL OF THE ISLES OF SCILLY 


Planning & Development Department 
Town Hall, The Parade, St Mary’s, Isles of Scilly, TR21 0LW 


01720 424350 
planning@scilly.gov.uk 


...working for a strong, sustainable and dynamic island community 


 


 
Mr J Pearce 
Senior Officer: Physical Assets and Natural Resources 
Council of the Isles of Scilly 
Town Hall 
St Mary’s 
Isles of Scilly 
TR21 
0LW 
 
15th November 2018 
 
Dear Julian, 
 
Re: EIA Scoping Opinion Request under the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact 
Assessment) (England and Wales) Regulations 2017: Sea Defence Works and Dune Management 
Project, Isles of Scilly. 
 
I refer to your formal Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping Opinion Request as received 
by the Local Planning Authority on 24th October 2017 and apologies for the delay in formalising a 
response.  Please find below this Authority’s formal Scoping Opinion in relation to the 4 separate 
sea defense proposals on St Mary’s and Tresco. 
 
The Council of the Isles of Scilly – Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Scoping Opinion. 
In response to your correspondence and request for a Scoping Opinion, we have considered the 
proposed development at the 4 sites on St Mary’s and Tresco as indicated and in accordance with 
Regulation 15, Part 4 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 2017.  
 
A request for a Screening Opinion was submitted in October 2016 in which the LPA concluded the 
proposed sea defence works on each of the 4 sites would constitute EIA development in 
accordance with the 2011 Regulations (now superseded by the 2017 Regulations). Following the 
Screening Opinion, the LPA subsequently received a request from the Council of the Isles of Scilly’s 
Infrastructure Department requesting a formal Scoping Opinion in accordance with Regulation 15 
of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (hereafter 
known as the 2017 Regs) as to what information should be submitted as part of an Environmental 
Statement (ES) that will accompany each planning application for the proposed sea defense works 
and dune management activities.  
 
Approach to the Environmental Assessment 
In accordance with the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 
2017, set out below is a detailed (but not exhaustive) list of environmental issues that should be 
included in the ES. In order to comprehensively address all of the environmental issues the LPA has 
consulted with Natural England (NE), the Environment Agency (EA) and Historic England (HE) who 
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have provided guidance on the scope of the EIA. The content list set out below makes reference 
and summarises comments made by consultees. The more specific detailed comments (which you 
should take particular note of) can be found in copies of the consultee responses appended to this 
Scoping Opinion (SO). 
 
The ES should contain the maximum relevant information available prior to submission of each 
planning application for the proposed works on the 4 separate sites. Full regard should be given to 
the advice contained in Schedule 4 Parts 1 and 2 to the 2017 Regulations.  
 
It is important that typographical errors are eliminated and the submitted document checked 
thoroughly as to avoid unnecessary queries of data and/or statements, which often gives rise to 
consultee and public concern.  
 
The issues regarded as those giving rise to the most significant impacts should be highlighted in the 
introduction to the Statement and summarised in a Non- Technical Summary.  
 
The content of this SO does not prejudice any request for further information under Regulation 25 
of the above Regulations if required at a later stage.  
 
Consultation is a key aspect of all Environmental Impact Assessments. This SO lists those statutory 
consultees and other stakeholders who have been consulted on your submission and have 
responded. Although some specific comments from their responses may have been incorporated 
into the SO, the full responses received have been included at the Appendices below and it is these 
full responses which should also be taken into account when preparing the ES.  
 
The ES should report on how these consultation responses have been addressed in the EIA, 
including any justification for the omission of any issues. The opportunity to comment upon a draft 
copy of the ES is requested by the Local Planning Authority. It is expected that mitigation 
requirements would be described within each of the individual topic chapters of the ES. This should 
provide for a schedule of the mitigating measures proposed and a timetable for their 
implementation. 
 
Content of the Environmental Report 
The Environmental Report should include the following information:  
 


• Description of the development for each site, including a description of the physical 
characteristics of the entire proposed works - the past, present and future uses of the land 
upon which the proposed works would be located should be described in sufficient detail to 
provide the context for the proposed development. The extent of the study area required 
around each site will vary according to the nature of the impact and its significance. It is 
also important to ensure that the cumulative impacts of other developments in the area, 
including for example the cumulative impact of all coastal defense and dune management 
works across all 4 sites, as well as considering each proposal separately; 


• An outline of the main alternatives studied by the applicant and an indication of  the 
main reasons for the choices made, taking into account the environmental effects - the ES 
shall demonstrate that alternative options have been considered for each site prior to 
proceeding with the current proposals, which should include a consideration of the ‘do 
nothing’ option; 
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• A description of the aspects of the environment likely to be significantly affected by the 
development, including, in particular, biodiversity and geodiversity interests (including 
fauna & flora), heritage and landscape impacts, coastal processes and the inter-relationship 
between these factors;  


• A description of the likely significant effects of the development on the environment in 
respect of direct effects and any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-
term, permanent and temporary and the positive and negative effects of the development, 
resulting from the existence of the proposed works; 


• A description of the measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and where possible offset any 
significant adverse effects on the environment. This should also identify any proposals for 
decommissioning and restoration of the site and respective timetable; 


• The data required to identify and assess the main effects which the development is likely to 
have on the environment; 


• A non-technical summary of the information provided in the ES.; and  
• An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered by 


the applicant in compiling the required information.  
 
Potential Main or Significant Environmental Effects  
 
Landscape and Visual Impact  
It will be important to establish the potential landscape and visual impact of the proposed 
development both during the construction and post construction phases in the context of the 
AONB, Heritage Coast and Conservation Area. Baseline studies for landscape and visual impact 
assessment should cover the following: 
 


• the current condition of the landscape; and 
• the Landscape character assessment based on the Cornwall and Isles of Scilly Landscape 


Assessment 2007. 
 
A formal planning application for each site should assess in detail the following:  
 


• the significance of the impact the proposed works would have on the landscape character 
of the localised and wider landscape; 


• the impact of the height, design, materials and colour and source for any materials to be 
used in the coastal defense works in the context of the landscape; 


• the visual impact created by the structures and dune management measures on all 
receptors in the area, including any nearby residential properties and; and 


• the cumulative impact of the development where appropriate.  
 
A formal planning application for each site should be supported by:  
 


• A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment; and  
• Photographic viewpoints/photomontages both localised and from the wider landscape 


illustrating the visual extent of the proposed works.   
 
Local Amenity Impacts  
It is considered that potential adverse amenity impacts associated with the development could 
occur during the construction phase and should be addressed by the ES. For example, sources of 
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noise would include that from both sea and land vehicles delivering the building materials to each 
site and those involved in the placement of materials. A Construction Environmental Management 
Plan (CEMP) should be submitted with a formal planning application for each site to address all 
matters in relation to noise, vibration, dust, traffic, pollution control and the amenity afforded by 
the adjacent footpaths and working hours.  
 
Historic Environment   
A Statement of Significance and Heritage Impact Assessments should be carried out by suitably 
qualified personnel and if the potential for significant adverse impact is found, included in the EIA 
with mitigation proposals.   
 
Historic England have identified that the proposed sea defense areas includes a number of 
Scheduled Monuments including two prehistoric entrance graves and a WWII pill box. In addition, 
there are a number of other designated heritage assets in the vicinity, including two sections of civil 
war breastwork on the northern edge of the bay. Any EIA should identify any designated or 
undesignated heritage assets and consider them in relation to the proposals and the potential to 
impact upon their significance. The EIA should address any construction period, as well as direct 
and indirect impacts on completion and future projected impacts. 
         
Ecology          
The ES should assess the direct and indirect impacts of each proposal on any designated sites, 
including the Special Area of Conservation, Special Protection Area, Marine Conservation Zone and 
SSSI’s and any features of these designations as well as any protected species. The ES should 
demonstrate that sufficient data has been previously provided to be able to adequately assess any 
potential impacts. If any surveys are carried out then these should be carried out by appropriate 
specialists at appropriate times of the year, at a sufficient frequency and over a sufficient time 
period, as identified by recognised survey methodologies.  
 
Natural England advise that the ES should assess potential direct and indirect impacts to the 
interest features of a number of designated sites, including the supporting coastal processes. The 
ES should also identify measures to minimise impacts on biodiversity and opportunities for 
biodiversity enhancement outside designated sites. 
 
Natural England have also advised that a Habitat Regulations Assessment will be required and 
sufficient information to inform this assessment should be incorporated within the EIA.  
 
Drainage / Flood Risk / Pollution Control / Coastal Processes 
The control of pollution during construction phase activities should be addressed as part of the 
CEMP.  The ES should explain how the propped works for each site meets the policies of the 
Shoreline Management Plan, being the primary document providing guidance in relation to the 
long term sustainable management of the Isles of Scilly coastline. Specifically the Environment 
Agency have advised that whilst the proposed measures are likely to be effective in addressing 
areas of discrete risk in the shorter-term, and the need is recognised, the addition of static 
structures and defences can compromise the longer-term aim to develop natural adaptive capacity 
and resilience for the frontages. They also advise that the design and introduction of such measures 
needs to carefully balance the need to address short-term risk against the requirement for long-
term sustainability and state that the critical objective for the EIA is to clearly demonstrate that this 
principle has been central to developing the proposals for each of the 4 sites.  
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In relation to coastal processes, the Environment Agency advise that the following should be 
included in the ES:  
 


• the Influence of proposed structures on the intertidal and nearshore wave climate; 
• the Influence of proposed structures on beach-dune sediment exchange within the upper 


beach area; 
• potential impacts on sediment transport (cross-shore, long-shore etc.) within the intertidal 


and nearshore zones; and 
• potential for enhanced risk of outflanking of existing and/or new structures.  


 
The EA have made more specific observations in relation to each site as summarized below:  
 
1. Porthloo 
The proposed intervention does not appear completely in line with SMP policy as currently No 
Active Intervention.  Whilst there are already existing ad hoc rock defences in place, the proposed 
up-graded structure is likely to increase the erosional pressure on the remaining seaward beach 
face.  Rock armour solution is preferable to harder or vertical structures, but the EIA needs to 
demonstrate strategic requirement for these works. EIA should identify how the introduced 
structures and materials will also help facilitate, rather than obstruct, the future transition to 
managed realignment of the frontage. 
 
2. Port Hellick 
The boardwalk as a formalised path is likely to be a positive management response, however the 
route needs consideration to ensure that this does not contribute to funneling of windblown sand 
through and past the dune system.  Further fencing to control access might also be considered to 
maximise the effectiveness of the intervention.   
 
Managing resilience of the frontage through strengthening the vegetation cover is a positive 
management response, however it should be recognised that the natural response of the dune to 
periodic storm events and sea level rise will be to roll-back by a process of overtopping and dune 
material being moved up and over onto the rear face of the dune. This process has the potential to 
transport the non-native vegetation gradually into the hinterland area and therefore careful 
consideration of the vegetation used on the dune is necessary, e.g. native plants should be 
considered as an initial preferred alternative to using the Fascicularia Bicolour.  Clearance of other 
non-natives such as Hottentot Fig might also be considered.  Council of the Isles of Scilly Wildlife 
Trust can provide guidance on suitable alternative planting for this zone to support stabilisation of 
the dune heath.   
 
The extension of the dune is proposed to be through importing of crush Cornish granite (sized 4-
10m).  The existing dune should be analysed to demonstrate that this is a suitable material, both in 
terms of chemical and physical properties.  The aim should be for any imported material to closely 
match the existing beach and dune sediment characteristics and to avoid changing the chemical, 
profile and drainage characteristics.   
 
It should be noted that saline intrusion via percolation through the dune ridge and filtration into 
the groundwater may be potentially as significant a threat to the fresh water resource of the Higher 
Moors Pool as is breaching and overtopping of the dune by waves. This risk will increase over time 
as hydrostatic pressures increase within the dune bank due to sea level rise. 
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3. Porth Mellon 
Proposal is not strictly in line with SMP policy. The approach could enhance current rate of dune 
erosion, leading to enhanced flood risks in longer-term.   
 
Retention and improved resilience of the dune system is crucial at Porth Mellon and the boardwalk 
as a formalised path would be a positive response. However the route of this needs to be 
considered to ensure that this does not contribute to funneling of windblown sand through and 
past the dune system.  Further fencing to control access might also be considered to maximise the 
effectiveness of the intervention.   
 
The rock revetment is liable to increase draw down of the beach levels local to the structure.  The 
extent and depth of drawdown should be assessed, and this should then be related to stability of 
the slipway, wave propagation up the slipway and to the tide gate, and any wider drawdown that 
might affect the dune system to the east.   
 
Because the proposed structure will obstruct the active face of the dune bank, disconnection from 
the beach could occur and the potential losses associated with this should be assessed. Measures 
which aim to ‘roughen’ the surface of the revetment and its ability to trap and retain sediment 
should be explored. Options should also be considered that restore this area of dune elsewhere in 
the bay (e.g. by setting back the wall to the north east, or importing beach material to re-nourish 
the fore dunes).   
 
Repairs to the existing wall in the north-east corner should not be problematic. However 
consideration of setting the wall back to a more landward position should be demonstrated, taking 
into account both short and long term objectives and sea level rise. This may provide a more 
resilient long term option. 
 
4. South Beach Tresco 
Whilst the proposed works are a trial, these actions are not strictly in line with SMP policy of No 
Active Intervention. As such it will be important that the ES details the strategic requirement. 
Whilst it is acknowledged that there are some assets at potential risk, these alone (cable inspection 
chamber / wood store) would not generally qualify as drivers of a proposed change to SMP policy. 
Strategically it may be more advisable to relocate assets than modify natural shoreline behaviours.   
 
Whilst adverse impacts on the dune are to be monitored, impacts on the beach should also be 
considered.  The ES should detail the following:  


• What will be used as an indicator of adverse impacts? 
• What response will be made to such impacts (i.e. would this trigger intensification of 


structural intervention, or removal of structures and restoration of the beach and dune)? 
• How will this be monitored? 
• Will this response be controlled through planning conditions? 
• Is it meaningful to adopt a monitor and adapt approach for a structure which only has a 5–


10 year design life (noting that there is a difference between damage caused in annual 
occurring storms and those that occur much less frequently, if the damage from the latter 
may only occur once in the design life)?   


 
Whilst the proposed rock-roll revetment is above the 200 year still water level, it would still be 
within the active wave zone (due to run up).  As a hard reflective structure, it will tend to increase 
draw down of the fronting beach.  It is not certain that the structure will become covered with 
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windblown sand as suggested and there is risk that the revetment becomes exposed, increasing the 
disconnection between the beach and the dune. This should be reviewed.   
 
The planting and matting of the dune face is to be encouraged as this may help retain sand on the 
dune face. Consideration could be given as to whether the profile is too steep to allow accretion. 
  
The proposal is for a 5-10 year design life.  Plans for removal at 10 years, or sooner if deterioration 
in the structure is evident (this needs to be defined), need to be considered and presented.  This 
consideration also needs to confirm that removal at the end of the design life will not lead to a 
period of accelerated erosion of the dunes, resulting in longer-term net detriment to the beach and 
dune system, despite the short-term protection obtained whilst the revetment was deployed. This 
process of rapid ‘catch-up’ erosion has been observed elsewhere following the removal of 
structures.  This long term consideration should then be compared against the do nothing option 
(NAI) that has been rejected. 
 
Supporting Information & Data 
The ES shall identify within each section, what supporting data was used to identify and assess the 
main effects that the development is likely to have on the environment.  
 
Mitigation 
It is expected that mitigation requirements will be described within each of the individual topic 
chapters of the ES. This should provide for a schedule of the mitigating measures proposed and a 
timetable for their implementation. 
 
Non-technical summary. 
The Environmental Statement may, of necessity, contain complex scientific data and analysis in a 
form which is not readily understandable by the lay person. The main findings must be set out in 
accessible plain English in a non-technical summary to ensure that the findings can more readily be 
disseminated to the general public, and that the conclusions can be easily understood by non-
experts as well as decision makers. 
 
An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered by the 
applicant or appellant in compiling the required information. 
Although it is important that information provided within the ES is up to date and relevant, it is 
acknowledged that there may be occasions where this may not be the case. The ES should provide 
clear details, if this becomes the case. 
 
Environmental Impacts or Effects with Lesser or No Significance 
The ES should be proportionate and not be any longer than is necessary to assess properly the 
effects of the main environmental impacts. Impacts that have little or no significance for the 
particular development in question will need only very brief treatment to indicate that their 
possible relevance has been considered.  
 
Summary 
This Scoping Opinion seeks to address the main issues that should be covered in any Environmental 
Statement accompanying a planning application for the above development.  However it should be 
appreciated that this Scoping Opinion is based on information currently available and is not 
exhaustive. 
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The LPA would require the EIA to comprehensively assess the cumulative impact of the proposed 
works for all 4 sites with an individual ES for each individual proposal to support each separate 
planning application. 
 
The LPA have 16 weeks in which to assess and determine the outcome of each planning application. 
It may therefore be advisable to submit all applications at the same time to avoid significant delays.  
The planning fees for this type of operation are set out in The Town and Country Planning (Fees for 
Applications, Deemed Applications, Requests and Site Visits) (England) Regulations 2012, as 
amended 2018. This would be £234 per 0.1 of a hectare (or part thereof) up to £2,028. You can 
check the latest fee changes here: 
https://ecab.planningportal.co.uk/uploads/english_application_fees.pdf  
 
EIA development planning applications will need to be determined at Full Council and the dates for 
these meetings can be found online here: http://www.scilly.gov.uk/council. 
 
The Scoping Opinion set out in this letter has been based on the available information as submitted 
prior to the formal submission of planning applications for each proposal. In accordance with 
Regulation 15, Part 4 of the Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 2017, the Council reserves the right to reconsider this Scoping 
Opinion in the light of any consultation responses received, additional information submitted or 
revisions to the scheme prior too or following the submission of a planning application. 
 
If you require any further information or require clarification on the above then please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
 
 
Lisa Walton 
Senior Officer: Planning and Development Management 
Direct Line: 01720 424456 | Reception: 0300 1234 105 | lisa.walton@scilly.gov.uk  
 
 



https://ecab.planningportal.co.uk/uploads/english_application_fees.pdf

http://www.scilly.gov.uk/council

mailto:lisa.walton@scilly.gov.uk
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have provided guidance on the scope of the EIA The content st set out below makes reference
3nd summarisez comments made by consultacs. The mors speciic detiled comments (which you
Should ake parciular note of)can be found in copie of the consultes responses appended o this
Scoping Opinion (S0).

e £5 shuid continthe masimum elvantinformaton avaiable rior o submision f each
panningappicaion o the propozed werkson he & separateses. Ful regrd shocfdbe ghen o
e s contined i Schedule 4 Parts 1 and 2 toth 2017 Rguiaions.

s important that typographical rrors are aiminated and the submitted documen checked
horoughly : to void unnecessary queries of dts and/or Statements, which often gves ie to
consuitee and public concern.

“The ssuss regarded ss those giving is to the most significant impacts should be hghighted in the
introduction tothe Statement and summarised in 2 Non- Techmical Summary.

“The content o this SO doss not prejudice any equest for further information under Regulation 25
of the sbove Regulstons f required 3t 3 ater stage.

Consultaton s 2 key aspect ofall Environmental Impact Assessmens. This SO st those stautory.
consuitees and other sakeholders who have been consuftad on your submiszion and have

respondad. Although zome specific comments from thirresponses may have been incorporated
o the SO, th full responses received have been incudd st the Appendices below and f s these

full rezponses which should a1 be taken ino sccount when preparng the £5.

The ES should report on How these consulttion responses have been addressed inthe EIA,
including any justiication for the omission of any issues. The opportunty to comment upon a drat
copy ofthe E s requested by the Local lanning Authority. It s expected that mitigation
Fequirements wouid be described within each o the indiidus! opic chapters of the ES. This should
provide for 2 schedue of the mitigating mesures proposed and 2 Gmetable for their
implementation.

Content o the Environmental Report
The Emironmental Report should ncluds the ollowing information:

+ Descripton of the davelopment for ach site, including 3 descigtion of the physical
characteristicsof the entire proposed works _the pas,present and uture uses of the and
‘upon whichthe proposed works would be located should be described insuffcent decalto
provide the contextfo the proposed development. The extent of the study area required
around each ite will vary according t the nature ofthe impact and s signfcance. It s
2150 mportant to ensure that the cumlative impacts of other developments i the area,
inclucing for example the cumulative impac ofal coastaldefense and dune management
works acros 3 4 site, 2 well 32 considaring €ach propasa! separately,

* A outine of the main aiternatives studied by the applicant and an indication of  the
main reasons for the choices mads, taking nto account the environmental efects - the ES
shall demonsirate that altemative options have been considerd for <ach ste prir 1o
proceeding with the current proposals, which should incude 3 consideration of the do.
nothing’option;

Tworing for 3 FironE, FuAEEI 20 ymam and commany




image9.png
+ Adescription ofthe aspects of the environment ikely o be significanty affected by the
development, including in partcuar,biodiversity and geodiversity interests (incuding.
fauna . lor), heritage and andscape impacts, coastl processes and the inter-relstonship.
betwaen these factors;

+ A descrption ofthe likely ignificant effcts of the development on the environment in
respect of direc efects and any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-
term, permanent and temporary and the posiive and negative efectsof the development,
resultngfrom the exitence of the propozed works;

* Adescription of the measures envisaged to prevent,reduce and where possibe offsetany
Sinificant adverss effacts on the environment, This shouid aizo identiy any proposal for
decommissioning snd restorston of the sits and rspectie timetabl;

* The data required to identiy and assess the main effects which the development i ikely
have on the smvironmen;

* Anon.technical summary of the nformation provided n the ES. and

+ n idication of any dfficlties (technicaldeficiencie o lack of know-how) encountered by
the appiicantin compiling the required nformation.

Potential Main or Sgnifcant Environmental Efects

Landscape and Visual Impact
il b important to establish the potential landscape and isualimpact of the proposed
development both during the constructon and post construction phases n the context of the.
AONE, Heritage Cosst and Conservation Area. Baelins studies for fandscaps and visual mpact
aszasimant should cover the flloving:

* the current condtion ofthe landscape; and
+ the Landscape character ssseszment basad on the Comwalland ses of Scily Landscape
Asseszment 2007.

A formsl panning sppication for ssch it shoud 3ssess n detil he following:

* the signifcance of the impact the proposed works would have on the andscape character
of the localizad and wider landscape;

* the impact of the height, design, materials and colour and source for any materils o be
uzed in the cosstl defense works n ths context of the landscape;

* the visualimpactcreated by the structures and dune management measures on il
receptors i the area ncluding any nearby residential propercies and; and

+ the cumuiative impact o the development where 3pproprist.

Aformal planing appication for each sie should be supported by:

+ ALandzcape and Visual mpact Assezsment; nd
* Photographic iewpoints/photomontages both loclised and from the wider landscape.
ustrating the visualextent o the proposad works.

Local Amenity Impacts
It considered that potentil dverse amsnity impacts s3socisted with the development could
ccur during the construction phase and should be addressed by the 5. For example, ources of
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iz woud incud that rom both se3 and nd vehicles delivering the buiding material t éach
ite and those involved inthe placement of materas. A Constructon Enironmental Management
Plan (CEMP) should be submitced with 3 formalplanning application for ach ste o address al
matters in relation to noise, wbration, st rafc, pollution control and the amenty affrded by
the adjacent footpaths and working hours.

Historic Environment
A Statement of Significance and Heritage Impact Assessments should be carred out by sutably
qualfied personnel andif the potential for significant adverse impact s found,included in the EIA
with mitigaton proposals.

Historic England have dentified that the proposed sea defense areas includes a number of
Scheduled Monuments including two prehistoric entrance graves and 3 WWI pillbox.In additon,
here are 3 number of other designated heriage assetsinthe vicinity including two sections of cl
War breastwork on the northern edge of the bay. Any EIA should dentiy any designated or
undesignted heritage azsets snd consider them inrelation t the proposals and the potential to
impact upon thei sgnificance. The ElA should address any constructon period, 3 wel s direct
and indirectimpacts on completion and future projected impacts.

Ecology.
The ES should assess the directand indirect impacts of sach proposal on any designated sites,
inclusing the Special Area of Conservation, Special Protection Ares, Marine Conservation Zone and
55575 and any features of these designations 2 well 25 any protected species. The ES should
demonstrate that suffiient data hs been previously provided to be able o adequately assess any
potentialimpacts. fany surveys are carried out then these zhould bs caried out by sppropriste
speciaists at appropriate times of the yea, at  suficient frequency and over  suficient time.
period, a dentified by recognised survey methodologies.

Natural England advise that the E5 should assess potential direct and indirect mpacts to the
terest features of a number of designated site, incucing the supportng cosstal processes. The
ES should aio identiy measures to miimise impacts on iodersity and opporcunites for
biodiversity enhancement outside designated stes.

Natural England have aiso advised that a Habitat Regulations Assessment wil be required and
suffcent information to inform thi sssessment shouid be incorporated within the £,

Drainage / Flood Risk / Polution Control/ Coastal Processes:
The controlof pollution during construction phase aciities should be addressed 35 part of the.
(CEMP. The E5 should explain how the propped works fr each site metsthe policies of the
Shoreline Management Pan, being the primary document providing guidance n elaton to the
ong trm sustainable management of the se3 o Sily cosstine. Specifcaly the Environment.
Agency have advised that whis the proposed measures are likely to b effective in addressing
aress of discrete iz in the hortr-term, an ths nsed s recognised, the sdditon of tatc
Structures and cefences can compromise the longar-term i to develop natural adaptive capacity
and resiience for the frontages. They aiso advise that the desigh and introduction of such measures
nsed to carefully baanca the need to addres short-term risk againt th requirement forlong-
Serm sustainabily and sate that the criicalobjective or the EIA i to clearly demonstrate that this
princple has been centra! to developing the proposal fo each of the 4 sites.
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I relation o coastalprocesses, the Environment Agency advise that the following should be
included n th ES:

* the Influence of proposed structures on the interidal and nearshore wave cimate;

+ the Influnce of proposed structures on besch-duns sediment exchange within the upper
beachares;

* potentialimpacts on sediment transport (cross-shore, ong;shore etc] within the ntertidal
and nesrshors zones; and

* potential for enhance risk of oufianking of exising and/or new structures.

The EA have made more speciic observations inrelaion to each sie 35 summarized below:

1. Porthioo
The proposed intervention doss not appear completely i ine with SWI policy 35 curently No
Active Itervention. WHilt there are already existng ad hoc rock defences i place, the proposed.
p-Eraded tructure i kely 1o incresse the arosionalpreszurs on the remaining sesward beach
face. Rock armour soution i preferable to harder of vertical sructures, but the EIA needs to
demonstrate strategi requirement for these worlks. E1A should identiy how the introduced
Structures and materials will o help faciltate,rather than obstruc, the future transition to
managed realignment of the frontage.

2. Por Hellick
The bosrduwalk sz 3 formlised path i kel to be 3 positve management response, however the
foute nseds consideration to enzure that this does not contrbute to funnsling of windbiown sand
<hrough and past the dune system. Further fencing to control access might also be considered to
maximise the sfectivensss o the intervention.

Managing resiience of the frontage through strengthening the vegetation cover i 3 positve
management rsponse, however it should be recogrised that the natural response of the dune to
periodic storm events 3nd ze3 2vel iz will e o ro-back by 3 process of vertopping and duns.
mateialbeing moved up and over onto the rear face of the dune. This process hasthe potental to
<ransport the non-native vegetation gradually intothe hinterand area and therefore careful
Considerston of the vegeation used on the cune i necessary, &.£.native plans should be
considered 25 an initial preferred alterative o using the Fascicularia Bicolour. Clearance of other
on-natives such 32 Hottentot Fig might sso be considered. Council of th Il of Scly Widife.
Trust can provide guidance on sutable aiternative planting for this zone t support stabisation of
the duns heath

The extension of the dune s proposed to be through importing of crush Cornish graite (sized &-
10m). The existing dune should be analysed to demonstrate that this s 3 sutable material, both
<erms of chemical and physial propertis. The aim should be for any imported materalto losely
mtch the existng beach and dune sedimnt characteriics and o avoid changing the chemicsl,
profie and drainsge characterisis.

e should be noted that saline ntrusion via percolaion through the dune ridge and fitzaton into
the groundwater may be potentialy 2 sghificanta threat o the fresh water resource of the Higher
Moors Pool 25 s breaching and overtopping of the dun by waves. This isk willincrease over time
25 hydrostati pressures ncrease within the dune bank due o sea evel ise.
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3. Porth Mellon
Proposal s notstrictly in e with SMP policy. The approach could enhance current rate of dune.
erosion, leading t nhanced flood isks inlonger-term

Retention and improved resiience of the dune system s crucial at Porth Melln and the boardualk
251 formalised path would be 2 posiiv response. However the route of this needs fo be
considered to ansure tht this does not contrbut to funnsling of windblown sand through and
past the dune system. Further fencing to control access might aiso be considered to madmise the
effectivensz of the intarvention,

The rock revetment i lsbl to increase craw down of the besch levels loca o the structure. The.
xtant and depth of drawdown should be ssceszed, and this hould then be relsted to stabilty of
the sipway, wave propagation up the slipway and 1 the tide gate, and any wider drawdown that
might afect the dune system to the east.

Because the proposed structurs willobstruct the active face f the dune bk, disconnection from
the beach could occur and the potentil losses associated with this should be assessed. Measures.
which sim to ‘roughen the surface of the revetment and t abilty o trap and etain saciment.
Should be explored. Options should ako be considered that restor this area of dune clsewhere in
he bay(e.. by seting back the wall o the north eat,or importing beach material tore-noursh
the fore dunes).

Repairs 0 the exsting wal in the north-east comer should not be problematic. However
consideration of setting the wll back to 3 more landuward position zhoud b demnstrated, taking
o account both short and long term objectives and sea level is. This may provide 3 more
resifient long term opion.

4. South Beach Tresco
Whis the proposed works are atrial, these actions are not srictly n line with SMP poicy of No
Active Icervention. As such  will be important that the ES detals the strategic requirement.
Whist it s acknowledged that there are some assets a potentia sk, these aone (cable nspection
chamber / woo store) would not generally qualfy as divers of a proposed change to SMIP polcy.
Strategically it may be more adisable o relocate 3:3ets than mody nstura shoreing behaviours.

Wit sdverse impctson the dune are o be manitorsd, impacts o the besch should 120 be
considered. The €5 should detail the following:
* What wil be used 25 an indicator of adverse impacts?
* Wat response wilbe made o such impacts (L. would this rigger intensificaton of
Structura intervention, or removal o structures and restorstion of ths beach and dune]?
+ How willtis be monitored?
Wil hi response be controlied through pianning conditions?
* 15t meaningiul to adopt a monitor and adapt approach or 3 strcture which only has 35
10 year design e (noting that there s  difference between damage caused in annual
‘occuring storms and those that occur much less frequently, f the damage from the latter
may only occur once in the desgn Ife)?

Whist the proposed rock.rol revetment is bove the 200 year sl water lvel, it would sl be
within the active wave zone (due to run up). A 3 hard reflective structure, i will end to increase.
draw down of th fronting beach. I i not certan that the structure will become covered with
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windblown sand a5 suggested snd thers s risk that the revetment becomes exposad, ncreasing the
dizconnaction betuwsen the besch and the duns. Thiz should be reviewed

“The planting and matting of the duns face i t be encouraged a: this may hep retsin sand on the
dune face. Consideration could begiven 25 o whether the prof is oo steep t alow accretion.

The proposal s for 510 year design ife. Pans for removalat 10 years, or sooner if deteriration
i the structure is evident this needs to be defined), need to be considered and presented. This
considerston sizo nseds to confrm tht removal st the énd of the design ife will not€ad 0.3
period of accelerated srosion of the dunes,resuling i longer-term net detriment to the beach and
dune system, despit the shortterm protection abtained whist therevetment was deployed. This
process of rapd catch-up" rosion has been abserved elsewhere ollowing the removalof
Structures. Thi long term consideration zhoud then be compared against ths do nothing option
(NAY that has been rejected

Supporting Information & Data
“The ES shall idntify within esch secton, what supporting data was use to identy and assess the
main effecs that the development i kel to have on the environmen.

Mitigation
tiz xpactad that mitigation requirements il be described within esch o the ndiidusl topic
chapters of the ES. This should provide for  schedule of the mitigating measures proposed and 3
imetabie for their implementation

Non-technical summary.
The EnvironmentalStatement may, of necessiy, contain complex scientific data and analyss na
form which s not readly understandable by the ay person. The main fndings must be set out n
accessible plin Englsh n 2 non-technical summary to ensure that the findings can more readily be
disseminated to the general public,and tha the conclusions can be easily understood by non-
xperts a5 well a decison makers

A indication of any dificulies(technicaldeficencies o ack of know-how] encountered by the
applicantor appellant in compiling the required information.

Although it is important tha nformation provided within the ES is up to date and relevare, 5
acknowladged that there may be occasions where this may not b the case. The £5 hould provide
Clear datais, f this bacomes the caze.

EnvironmentalImpacts or Effectswith Lesser or No Significance
The ES should be proporcionate and not be any longer than s necessary o assess properly the
effects of the main environmental impacts. Impacts that have e o no significance fo the
parcicular development in question wil need ony very brieftreatment to indcate that their
possible relevance has been considered.

Summary
“Thi Scoping Opinion seeks to2cdress the main szues that zhould be covered in any Environmentl
Statement accompanying 2 planning appiication for the above development. However i should be
appreciated that this Scoping Opinion i based on information currently available and is not
exhaustiv.
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The LPA would requi the EIA t comprehensively assess the cumulative impact of the proposed
works for 3l & sites with an individus E for ach individus! proposal to support ssch separate
planning appication.

The LPA have 16 weeks in which to 3sexs and determine the outcoms of each planning applicatin.
e may therafore be advisabe to submit all appications at the same time <o avoid significant delays.
“The planning fees for this ype of operation are set out in The Town and Country Planning (Fees for
‘Applications, Deemed Applications, Requests and Site Visis) England) Regulations 2012, 25
amended 2018, This would be £234 per 0.1 of a hectare or partthereof) up o £2,028. You can.
Check the ltest fee changa: here:

hitps:/Jecab.pisnningportal.co uk/upleadeleniih appicston feex

E1A development planning appiications will need t be determined at Full Counci and the dates for
these meetings can be found onine here: htp:/sve scill gov.uk/council.

“The Scoping Opinion set out n his letter has been based on the avalable information as submitted.
prio o the forma submission of planning appicatons fo each proposal. I accordance with
Regulation 15, Part 4 of the Town and Country Panning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
(Engiand and Wales) Regulations 2017, the Counci reserves theright o reconsider tis Scoping
pinion n the lght of any consultation responses received, additional nformation submitted or
revisions t the scheme prior 0 or following the submission of 2 planning applicaton.

1#yourequire any furthe information o require larification on the above then please do not
hesitate to contact me.

YoursSincerely
e
‘Senior Offcer: Planning and Development Management
Direct Line: 01720 424456 | Reception: 0300 1234 105 | lsa walton@scill.ov.uk.
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