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1.0 Introduction 
 
 
1.1 This report describes the 2016 review of the South Malta Local Plan (SMLP) for Hal Far 

approved in 2006 which is necessary to take into account current needs for industrial land 

within this Malta Industrial Parks estate, also designated as an Enterprise Hub by the 

Strategic Plan for Environment and Development (SPED) of 2015. 

 

1.2 Following consultations with Government, the objective of the review was set out by the then 

MEPA as: 

 

 to facilitate the development of additional industrial units at Hal Far Industrial Area 
and improve the environmental amenity of the area. 

 

This objective was published on the 16th of October 2015 and representations were invited 

from the public until the 30th of October 2015. One submission was received by the closing 

date of the public consultation exercise. A summary of the submission received with MEPA 

response was included as an Appendix A to the public consultation draft of this report.  

 

1.3 The proposed revisions were published for consultation on the 5th of January 2016 and 

representations were invited from the public until the 17th of February 2016. Six submissions 

were received by the closing date of the public consultation exercise. The submissions 

received and the Planning Authority responses are included as Appendix A to this report. 

The amendments to the public consultation draft resulting from this consultation exercise are 

explained in section 2 below. 

 

1.4      The proposed revisions will affect the following map in the SMLP: 

 

(i) Map HF1 - Hal Far Area Policy Map (as amended in 2009) 

 

and the provisions of planning control application PC 31/08 which was an applicant 

generated application to change zoning of a site from a recreational area and parking 

provision to a parking area for trailers, operations office and maintenance workshop for 

heavy vehicles, approved by Government on the 18th February 2009. 

 

A detailed site plan (Map A) and a policy map (Map B) are attached with this report, the 

contents of which shall replace those in the map quoted above as amended in 2009 by 

PC31/08 and the provisions of PC31/08. All other parts of the 2006 SMLP as further revised, 

(text and maps) are proposed to remain unchanged. 
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2.0 Proposed Revisions to the South Malta Local Plan of 2006. 
 

  
Revisions published for consultation 

 
2.1 The main change to the Local Plan for Hal Far relates to the re-designation of the site, 

shown on Map A, at the northwestern edge of the MIP Estate from a recreational area 

covered by policy SMHF04 to an industrial area covered by policy SMHF01. Additional 

amendments relate to the road network that had been set out in the 2006 Local Plan in the 

immediate area of the site for re-designation and to the alignment of Hal Far Road which 

need to reflect the current situation. 

 
2.2 The site, currently partly abandoned land and partly a wide tarmaced area, occasionally 

used for open storage, has an area of around 18,800sqm with a direct access from the main 

northern entrance route of the estate. It is surrounded by other open areas on all sides 

except for a detached industrial building to the west and an immigrant centre to the 

northwest. 

 

2.3 The amendments to the road network involve: 

(i)  the realignment of Hal Far Road to the current alignment; and  

(ii) the realignment of the proposed road to the west so that it continues along the periphery 

of the estate and provide vehicular access to the area further south which is not within the 

boundary of the MIP estate but zoned for industrial development. 

 

2.4 This revision is also proposing, with the support of MIP, the introduction of specific areas of 

around 26,000sqm within the Hal Far MIP Estate where landscaping is to be implemented in 

line with local plan policy SMHF01 which seeks the general upgrading of the Industrial 

Estate. 

 

 Revisions emerging from public submissions received 

 

2.5 A public submission (reference HFR 3/16 in the appendix to this report) referred to the need 

to amend the development parameters of a site to the east of the area proposed for re-

designation in the public consultation draft. The parameters were established through an 

applicant generated planning control application which had allocated the site (site B) for the 

parking of trailers, operations office and maintenance workshop subject to the design criteria 

of the Open Storage Policy of 2005. The most relevant of these criteria are that 20% of the 

site is to be landscaped, and that 10% of the site can accommodate buildings for ancillary 

administration and support services facilities on one floor.  
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2.6 The site is currently disturbed and lightly used for the storage of containers. Submission 

HFR3/16 has been made on behalf of the same applicants of PC31/08 (White Bros Ltd) and 

is requesting the increase of the site coverage of site B from 10% to 25% and the clear 

establishment of the height in metres as that allowed in DC15 for a building height of one 

floor plus semi-basement ie 9.8m. 

 

2.7 In view that  

 the logistics and transportation industry, which is the nature of the business 

operations of the company making the request, is a growth sector; 

 the site has already been committed for this type of land use and located within a 

potential logistic hub;  

 the amendments are not significant in nature;  and 

 the site is under the control of the company; 

 

it is recommended to accept the request. 

 

2.8 Therefore, Maps A and B shall amend the designation of the sites from “Open Storage 

(Subject to conditions approved in PC 31/08)” to “Open Storage (Area A is to remain an 

open site for parking and no built structures will be permitted in this area. Any buildings 

required for the maintenance of vehicles are to be located in Area B. Buildings on area B are 

to have a building height of 9.8m as specified in Design Guidance 2015 for 1 storey buildings 

with semi-basement. Built site-coverage is not to exceed 25% of Area B. Additional design 

criteria of the Open Storage Policy of 2005 shall apply”. 

 

 Other minor revisions 
 
2.9 A minor change has been made to the indication of the landscaping belt on the re-

designated site in that instead of being depicted as three separate stretches of landscaped 

areas, one continuous belt is shown on the map but termed as “indicative” so that whilst 

ensuring that a green belt is included in future development proposals it is not bound with 

the location as shown by the policy map. 
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3.0 Recommendation  
 
 
3.1 The Planning Directorate recommends this report for approval by the Executive Council 

and for referral to the Minister for final endorsement. 

 

3.2 In view of the submission by the Malta Air Traffic Services in HFR 1/16, it is recommended 

that a constraint is added on the Authority mapserver requiring consultation with this entity 

when development applications are submitted on the site being re-designated by this Local 

Plan Review. 
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4.0 Conclusion 
  

4.1 The Executive Council of the Planning Authority discussed this report during its meetings of 

the 29th August and 5th September 2016 and decided to approve it and refer it for 

endorsement by the Minister. 
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5.0 SEA Requirements  
 
5.1 In line with the requirements of the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) 

Regulations, 2010 (L.N. 497 of 2010), an SEA is to be carried out on plans and progrmmes 

(as defined by the same regulations) which are likely to have significant effects on the 

environment. Regulations 4 (3) to 4(7) require the proponent of a plan or programme, the 

responsible authority, to consult other authorities referred to in regulation 7(3) to determine 

whether minor modifications to plans and programmes shall require an SEA, and to notify 

the Competent Authority, the consultees and the public of its conclusions. 

 

5.2 The designated authorities deemed relevant to this partial local plan review and which were 

consulted on the 24th of February 2017, were the Environment and Resources Authority 

(ERA), Transport Malta (TM), the Regulator for Energy and Water Services (REWS) and 

the Civil Protection Department (CPD).  

 

5.3 ERA recommended that the final approved policy specifically requests applicants to contact 

ERA directly in view of any legally required environmental assessments and, or 

environmental authorizations which need to be carried out or obtained prior to the 

execution and operation of their projects. The CPD commented that the following points 

should be implemented for the change in zoning from open space to industrial area. 1- Risk 

assessment should be obligatory with every application submitted within the area of re-

zoning. CPD fire station and fire ground (Training ground) should not be compromised. 

Moreover, risk assessment should also determine if there are any risks in the proposed 

industrial operations submitted due to the fire grounds operations. 2- Shelter within the 

CPD premises may be located below the area marked B. A survey should be done to 

determine the exact location of the shelter with respect to the proposed area marked B. A 

survey is suggested to be done prior to the change in zoning approval to avoid possible 

damages to the existing shelter. 3- Main entrance of fire station should not be 

compromised at no point in time. TM found no objection to the partial local plan review 

while REWS did not reply to the consultation.  

 

5.4  In view of the submissions from the designated Authorities it is recommended that the 

following additional conditions to those shown on Maps A and B attached with this 

document are adopted: 

 

1. Applicants are to contact the Environment and Resources Authority (ERA) directly in 

view of any legally required environmental assessments and, or environmental 

authorizations which need to be carried out or obtained prior to the execution and 

operation of their projects. 
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2. Development applications shall not prejudice the use of the main access of the fire. 

 
3. Risk assessment should be obligatory with every application submitted within the area 

of re-zoning. CPD fire station and fire ground (Training ground) should not be 

compromised. Moreover, risk assessment should also determine if there are any risks 

in the proposed industrial operations submitted due to the fire grounds operations. 

 
4.  Development applications on Area B shall be accompanied by a survey indicating the 

precise location of an underground shelter within the CPD premises may be located 

below the area marked B. Development proposals shall not adversely affect this 

shelter. 

 

5.5 The SEA Screening Template indicating the conclusions of the SEA screening that an SEA 

is not required is annexed to this document. Notification of this Review of the SMLP (2006) 

to the SEA Focal Point as the Competent Authority and a notice regarding this conclusion 

will be published in the Government Gazette in line with legal provisions in LN 497 of 2010. 
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Appendix A 

 
 

 

Review of the South Malta Local Plan 2006 – Hal Far 
 

Revisions 2016 
 
 
 

 
Public Submissions  
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Public Submissions 
 
 

Ref Respondent Date Summary of Comments Received MEPA Response 

     
HFR 
– 
1/16 

Johan 
Debattista 

12.1.16 

 

The comment has been noted and a 
constraint shall be added on the 
Authority mapserver requiring 
consultation with MATS when 
development applications on the site 
are submitted. 

HFR 
– 
2/16 

Front 
Harsien 

ODZ 

22.1.16 Regarding the revised policy for Hal Far (06/01/2016) for 

change of use from recreational to industrial, Front Harsien 

ODZ would like clarification on whether the new designation 

of Hal Far as industrial will be compatible with a motor 

racetrack in the area.  Front's position on the latter is that this 

should only be considered after comprehensive and holistic 

sustainability studies are carried out, and that ODZ land should 

be excluded from consideration.  

The proposal in this Local Plan 
Review shall not prejudice any future 
development of a motor racetrack. 
Comments on the development of a 
racetrack are beyond the scope of this 
consultation. 
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HFR 
– 
3/16 

Perit 
Charles 
Buhagiar 

12.1.16 

 
 

 

 
In view that the logistics and 
transportation industry, which is the 
nature of the business operations of the 
company making the request, is a 
growth sector; the site has already been 
committed for this type of land use and 
located within a potential logistic hub; 
the amendments are not significant in 
nature; and the site is under the control 
of the company; the request has been 
acceded to subject to a number of 
conditions.  
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HFR 
– 
4/16 

Nicholas 
Barbara 

16.2.16 Attached please find BirdLife Malta’s comments on the 
proposal for revision of the South Malta Local Plan for Hal 

Far. 

 

We are also sending a copy of our report on light pollution for 

the area which is referred to in our submission.  

The impacts on the SAC and SPA in 
the locality from industrial 
development are not specific to this 
site only but to the whole of the 
industrial estate and will be assessed 
accordingly. 
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HFR 
– 
5/16 

Kevin Barun 17.2.16 Birzebbuga Local Council understands that the proposal to 

change an area to-date earmarked for recreational use into an 

extension of the Industrial Zone is being proposed due to the 

fact that it is envisaged that such space would be required for 

such a use in the long term. 

 Whilst Birzebbuga Local Council understands this view and 

would prefer that an expansion of the Industrial Zone is in an 

area as far as possible from the Birzebbuga Industrial area, it is 

submitted that the MEPA proposal ignores the fact that a 

recreational area in the Hal Far Industrial Estate is still 

required. 

 It is thus submitted that the whole matter will be considered. 

The assessment of the best use for 
this site needs to take into account the 
likelihood of successful 
implementation. 
 
A good portion of the site is also 
surfaced and occasionally used for the 
parking of containers; it is surrounded 
by other industrial activities and an 
immigrant centre thus making 
recreational use unattractive and 
although formally designated for 
recreation since 2006, has not yet 
materialized. 
 
The agency responsible for the 
management of the industrial hub has 
indicated the need for more industrial 
space to accommodate demand for 
space. 
 
Therefore, it is deemed that a better 
use for the land is for industrial 
purpose. It is also deemed more 
beneficial and possible to introduce 
significant areas of soft landscaping 
throughout the estate which will 
enhance its amenity value for workers 
and visitors. 
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HFR 
– 
6/16 

John Grech 16.2.16 

 
The assessment of the best use for 
this site needs to take into account the 
likelihood of successful 
implementation of alternative uses. 
 
A good portion of the site is also 
surfaced; it is surrounded by other 
industrial activities and an immigrant 
centre thus making recreational use 
unattractive and although formally 
designated for recreation since 2006, 
has not yet materialized. 
 
The agency responsible for the 
management of the industrial hub has 
indicated the current need for more 
industrial space to accommodate 
demand for space. 
 
Therefore, it is deemed that a better 
use for the land is for industrial 
purposes. It is also deemed more 
beneficial and possible to introduce 
significant areas of soft landscaping 
throughout the estate which will 
enhance its amenity value for workers 
and visitors. 
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  The site is also located at the extreme 
end of the industrial hub and at the 
furthest distance from the 
development zone of B’Bugia at 
1.62Km. Therefore, any impacts from 
the industrial activities on the 
residential area cannot be directly 
attributed to this site. 
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SEA SCREENING TEMPLATE   Part A – Plan/Programme (PP) and Responsible Authority 
 
Title of PP: SMLP Review – Hal Far Policy 
 
Responsible Authority:  Planning Authority 
 
Contact Person: Michelle Borg   
 
Position: Unit Manager 
 
Contact Address: St. Francis Ravelin, Floriana FRN 1230 
  
Contact Phone Number: 2290 2026 
 
Contact email: michelle.borg@pa.org.mt 
 
Date: 5th April 2017 
 

 Part B – Key Facts  
Responsible Authority: Planning Authority 
 
Title of PP: SMLP Review – Hal Far Policy 
 
Purpose of PP: The objective of the review was to facilitate the development of 
additional industrial units at the Hal Far Malta Industrial Parks estate and to improve 
the environmental amenity of the area. 
   
Is the PP the result of legislative, regulatory or administrative provisions?  
Explain. 
This policy is a partial review of the South Malta Local Plan (SMLP) regulated by the 
Development Planning Act of 2016 (Cap 552). 
 
Period covered by PP: n/a 
 
Envisaged Frequency of Updates:  The SMLP review – Hal Far Policy will be 
monitored and is expected to be incorporated within the next review of the Local 
Plans. 
 
Area covered by PP (ideally also attach map): The policy affects a site of 
approximately 18,800m2 which is equivalent to less than 1.5% of the MIP estate, 
whilst it identifies a wider area of approximately 26,000m2 for landscaping.  (Refer to 
attached Hal Far Map A) 
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Summary of PP content: The Policy Review was triggered to take into account 
current needs for industrial land within the Hal Far Malta Indstrial Parks estate, which 
is also designated as an Enterprise Hub by the Strategic Plan for Environment and 
Development (SPED) in 2015.  
 
The SMLP Review – Hal Far Policy changes the zoning policy adopted through a 
planning control application (PC31/08) which was approved in 2009, for an area 
within the Hal Far Malta Industrial Park estate from recreational to industrial; limits 
built development to one part of the open storage space already zone for such use; 
provides for amendments to road alignments in the proximity and identifies where 
soft landscaping is to be implemented for the general upgrading of the MIP estate. 
The relevant environmental safeguards in the policy provisions affecting development 
in the designated Industrial Park (Policy SMHF01) within the SMLP 2006 are still 
applicable. 
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Part C – SEA Criteria  
 

SEA Criterion Yes/No 
(no other 

answer except 
Yes/No) 

Explanation 

Is the PP subject to preparation 
and/or adoption by a national, 
regional or local authority  
 
OR 
 
prepared by an authority for 
adoption through a legislative 
procedure by Parliament or 
Government 
(Regulation 3) 
 

 
 
 
 

YES 

 
This policy is a partial review of 
the South Malta Local Plan 
(SMLP) whose review is 
regulated by the Development 
Planning Act of 2016 (Cap 552).  

Is the PP required by legislative, 
regulatory or administrative 
provisions? 
(Regulation 3) 
 

 
YES 

 
This policy is a partial review of 
the South Malta Local Plan 
(SMLP) whose review is 
regulated by the Development 
Planning Act of 2016 (Cap 552). 
 

Is the PP prepared for 
agriculture, forestry, fisheries, 
energy, industry, transport, 
waste management, water 
management, 
telecommunications, tourism, 
town and country planning or 
land use 
 
AND 
 
does it set a framework for 
future development consent of 
projects in Annexes I and II to 
the EIA Directive? 
(Regulation 4(2)(a)) 

YES  
Town and country planning and 
land use.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The PP rezones a site for 
industrial development within a 
larger industrial estate however 
the nature and type of industrial 
development cannot be 
determined at this stage. 
Industrial projects are normally 
included in Annex II of the EIA 
Directive and would be 
subjected to screening on 
potential significant 
environmental impacts to 
determine whether an EIA is 
required, on a case by case 
basis.  
 

Will the PP, in view of its likely 
effect on sites, require an 

NO The site is more than 800m 
distant from the Natura 2000 site 
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SEA Criterion Yes/No 
(no other 

answer except 
Yes/No) 

Explanation 

assessment under Articles 6 or 
7 of the Habitats Directive? 
(Regulation 4(2)(b)) 
 

covering the coastal cliffs from 
Ir-Ramla tac-Cirkewwa to il-
Ponta ta’ Benghajsa and it is 
confined within a much larger 
existing industrial area. 

Does the PP determine the use 
of small areas at local level 
 
OR 
 
is it a minor modification of a PP 
subject to Regulation 4(2)(a) 
(Regulation 4(3)) 

YES The PP is a minor modification 
of the SMLP addressing less 
than 1.5% of the existing Hal Far 
MIP estate. 
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SEA Criterion Yes/No 
(no other 

answer except 
Yes/No) 

Explanation 

Does the PP set the framework 
for future development consent 
of projects (not just projects in 
Annexes to the EIA Directive)? 
(Regulation 4(4)) 
 

YES The PP will assist the decision 
making process  

Is the PP likely to have a 
significant effect on the 
environment? 
(Regulation 4(5)) 

NO The PP addresses an area that 
is less than 1.5% of the existing 
MIP Hal Far estate. The zoning 
affected by the policy is 
compatible with the wider zoning 
of the MIP Hal Estate already 
designated as an Enterprise 
Hub by the SPED in 2015.  
 
No features or designations of 
environmental significance are 
located within the site. It is to be 
noted that apart from the 
distance of more than 800m to 
the coastal cliffs, designated as 
Natura 2000 site, SPA/SAC and 
Area of High Landscape Value 
at the other end of the MIP Hal 
Far estate, the only features 
within the proximity of the site 
are two Sites of Archaeological 
Importance whose buffer zones 
are approximately 120m to the 
east of the site and another 
approximately 500m to the west. 
Part of the site designated for 
potential building of ancillary 
facilities linked to vehicle 
maintenance is located within 
the 300m ground water 
safeguard zone. 
 
The relevant environmental 
safeguards in the policy 
provisions affecting 
development in the designated 
Industrial Park (Policy SMHF01) 
within the SMLP 2006 are still 
applicable. 
In view of the scale of resulting 
development proposed by the 
policy, and the location of the 
site, no significant environmental 
impacts are envisaged at the 
policy stage.  
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Is the PP’s sole purpose to 
serve national defence or civil 
emergency 
 
OR 
 
is it co-financed by structural 
funds or EAGGF programmes 
2000 to 2006/7 
 
OR 
 
Is it a financial or budget PP? 

NO 
 
 
 
 
 

NO 
 
 
 
 
 

NO 
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Part D – Likely Significance of Effects on the Environment 
 

Responsible Authority: Planning Authority 

 

Title of PP:  Solar Farms Policy  

 
Criteria for determining the 
likely significance of effects 

on the environment 

Likely to have 
significant 

environmental 
effects? 
Yes/No 

(no other 
answer except 

Yes/No) 
 

Summary of significant 
environmental effects 
(negative and positive) 

the degree to which the PP sets 
a framework for 
projects and other activities, 
either with regard to the 
location, nature, size and 
operating conditions or by 
allocating resources 

NO The PP is a minor modification 
of the SMLP addressing less 
than 1.5% of the existing Hal Far 
MIP estate. 
 
In view of the scale of resulting 
development proposed by the 
policy, and the location of the 
site, no significant environmental 
impacts are envisaged at the 
policy stage. 

the degree to which the PP 
influences other plans and 
programmes including those in 
a hierarchy 
 

NO The PP is conforming with the 
SPED and the designation of 
the MIP Hal Far estate as an 
Enterprise Hub.  

the relevance of the PP for the 
integration of environmental 
considerations in particular with 
a view to promoting sustainable 
development 

NO The PP is introducing 
improvements for soft 
landscaping with a view to 
improving the amenity of the 
MIP Hal Far estate. 

environmental problems 
relevant to the PP 

NO The PP is a minor modification 
of the SMLP addressing less 
than 1.5% of the existing Hal Far 
MIP estate. 
 
In view of the scale of resulting 
development proposed by the 
policy, and the location of the 
site, no significant environmental 
impacts are envisaged at the 
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policy stage. 
the relevance of the PP for the 
implementation of Community 
legislation on the environment 
(e.g. PPs linked to waste 
management or water 
protection 

NO The scope of the PP has no 
direct relevance to the 
implementation of Community 
legislation on the environment. 

the probability, duration, 
frequency and reversibility of 
the effects 
 

NO No environmentally significant 
effect has been identified and 
therefore their probability, 
duration, frequency and 
reversibility are not relevant.  

the cumulative nature of the 
effects 

NO No significant environmental 
impacts are expected.   
 

the trans-boundary nature of 
the effects 
 

NO  No significant environmental 
impacts are expected.   
 

the risks to human health or the 
environment (e.g. due to 
accidents) 
 

NO  No significant environmental 
impacts are expected. The type 
of industrial operations to result 
will be determined at the project 
stage, where screening under 
the provisions of the EIA 
Regulations will be undertaken.   
 

the magnitude and spatial 
extent of the effects 
(geographical area 
and size of the population likely 
to be affected) 

NO  No significant environmental 
impacts are expected.  The PP 
is a minor modification of the 
SMLP addressing less than 
1.5% of the existing Hal Far MIP 
estate identified as an 
Enterprise Hub by the SPED 
2015. 
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Criteria for determining the 
likely significance of effects 

on the environment 

 
Likely to have 

significant 
environmental 

effects? 
Yes/No 

(no other 
answer except 

Yes/No) 

 
Summary of significant 
environmental effects 
(negative and positive) 

the value and vulnerability of 
the area likely to be affected 
due to: 
(i) special natural 
characteristics or cultural 
heritage; 
(ii) exceeded environmental 
quality standards or limit values 
(iii) intensive land-use 

NO  The only known features within 
relative close proximity are two 
Sites of Archaeological 
Importance whose buffer zones 
are approximately 120m to the 
east of the site and another 
approximately 500m to the west. 
Part of the site designated for 
potential building of ancillary 
facilities linked to vehicle 
maintenance, is located within 
the 300m ground water 
safeguard zone. 
In view of the scale of resulting 
development proposed by the 
policy, no significant 
environmental impacts are 
envisaged at the policy stage. 

the effects on areas or 
landscapes which have a 
recognised  
national, Community or 
international protection status 

NO  No features or designations of 
environmental significance are 
located within the site. Apart 
from the designated as Natura 
2000 site, SPA/SAC and Area of 
High Landscape Value located 
more than 800m at the other 
end of the MIP Hal Far estate, 
the only features within the 
proximity of the site are two 
Sites of Archaeological 
Importance whose buffer zones 
are approximately 120m to the 
east of the site and another 
approximately 500m to the west. 
Part of the site designated for 
potential building of ancillary 
facilities linked to vehicle 
maintenance is located within 
the 300m ground water 
safeguard zone. 
 
In view of the scale of resulting 
development proposed by the 
policy, and the location of the 
site, no significant environmental 
impacts are envisaged at the 
policy stage. 
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 Part E – Summary of Environmental Effects 
 
No features or designations of environmental significance are located within the site. 
It is to be noted that apart from the distance of more than 800m to the coastal cliffs, 
designated as Natura 2000 site, SPA/SAC and Area of High Landscape Value at the 
other end of the MIP Hal Far estate. The only features within relative close proximity 
of the site are two Sites of Archaeological Importance whose buffer zones are 
approximately 120m to the east of the site and another approximately 500m to the 
west. Part of the site designated for potential building of ancillary facilities linked to 
vehicle maintenance is located within the 300m ground water safeguard zone.  
 
In view of the scale of resulting development proposed by the policy, the location of 
the site and the fact that the relevant environmental safeguards in the policy 
provisions affecting development in the designated Industrial Park (Policy SMHF01) 
within the SMLP 2006 are still applicable, no significant environmental impacts are 
envisaged at the policy stage.  
 
The type of industrial operations to be developed as a result of the PP will be 
determined at the project stage, where screening under the provisions of the EIA 
Regulations will be undertaken and relevant potential environmental effects 
determined.   

 
 Part F – Screening Outcome  
Screening is required under the Strategic Environmental Assessment Regulations, 
2010 (Legal Notice 497 of 2010).  It is MEPA’s view that: 
 
 An SEA is required because the PP falls under the scope of Regulation 4(3) 

of the Regulations and is likely to have significant environmental effects 
  
 An SEA is required because the PP falls under the scope of Regulation 4(4) 

of the Regulations and is likely to have significant environmental effects 
  
X An SEA is not required because the PP is unlikely to have significant 

environmental effects. 
 
 
 
 
Michelle Borg 
        
Name of Officer responsible for the Screening Report 
 
 
 
 
         
Signature of Officer responsible for the Screening Report 
 
 



 

11 
 

 
 
Planning Authority       
Name of Responsible Authority 
 
 
 
 
         
Date 
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Notes to Responsible Authorities:  1. The SEA Focal Point cannot provide any feedback to incomplete Screening Templates 2. All responsible authorities should provide the SEA Focal Point with an original signed copy of each Screening Template prepared 3. All responsible authorities should provide the SEA Focal Point with a copy of the public notification which is obligatory under Regulation 4(7) of the Strategic Environmental Assessment Regulations, 2010.                     


