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Dear Katherine, 
 
Re: consultation responses, HHA Site Characterisation Report – DLM7157-RT001-
R06-00, January 2014 
 
I am writing in relation to the Harwich Haven Authority (HHA) proposed new maintenance 

dredge disposal site, and associated Site Characterisation Report. 

As you will be aware, the Marine Management Organisation (MMO) undertook 

consultation on this report which has now been completed, and I have attached copies of 

all consultation comments as an annex. 

The comments received during consultation have raised significant concerns in relation to 

the proposed disposal site, which will require further information to be submitted by HHA, 

and these are summarised below. 

In particular, a more detailed assessment is required of the potential impacts of the 

proposal on local shellfisheries, and aggregate extraction sites. Further information is also 

required as to the potential impacts of the proposal on the conservation objectives of the 

Outer Thames Estuary Special Protection Area (SPA). 

The comments below should be considered in conjunction with the full consultation 

responses contained in the annex. 

 

Further information required  

 

UK Government Marine Policy 

Please provide an assessment as to how you consider the proposal is in accordance with 
the UK East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans1. These plans were published on 2 
April 2014, and as such the MMO must take these into account in our decision making. 

                                            
1
 http://www.marinemanagement.org.uk/marineplanning/areas/east_plans.htm  

http://www.marinemanagement.org.uk/marineplanning/areas/east_plans.htm
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Coastal Processes 

1. Please provide further information regarding bathymetric survey, including survey 

company, methodology, and IHO standard. 

2. Please provide reference to data obtained from seabed instrument deployed near the 

seabed, as described in section 8.1.3 of the Site Characterisation report. 

Marine Ecology 

1. Please confirm Quality Standards or Quality Assurance details in relation to the benthic 

ecological survey. In addition, please quantify the terms used in the summary of results 

of the ecological monitoring surveys at the existing Inner Gabbard Site. 

2. Please provide more information in order that it may be determined whether Sabellaria 

spinulosa, as detected in the characterisation survey, represents a reef, and if so, the 

spatial extent of the reef. The information should include an assessment of ‘reefiness’ 

according to Gubbay (2007)2. If it is determined that a reef is present, please provide 

an assessment of the impacts of dredged material disposal on the reef. In any 

assessment, Please also clarify whether the current impact significance given for 

Sabellaria spinolusa is based on the species, or relates to the reef. 

 

3. Please provide sufficient information to so that an impact of the proposed activity on 

the conservation objectives of the Outer Thames Estuary SPA may be undertaken. 

Specifically, please provide further information on the impact on interest feature, the 

red throated diver (Gavia stellata). 

 

4. Please provide more information on how the mapped sensitivities of environmental 

feature and activities have been derived, for example as used in figure 3.1 of the 

report. In particular, please provide further information as to how sensitivities were 

derived for designated sites and their features. 

 

5. If possible, please provide a higher resolution copy of figure 8.6 (showing predicted 

maximum deposition of fine sediment over a 28 day period). Please also indicate in the 

illustration the adjacent SPA and Site of Community Importance (SCI) boundaries in 

relation to the predicted deposition and plumes. 

 
6. Please provide further evidence to justify the statement that “the area is not thought to 

be of particular importance to marine mammals” (page 76 of report). 

 

 

                                            
2
 Defining and managing Sabellaria spinulosa reefs: Report of an inter-agency workshop 1-2 May, 2007 
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Fisheries 

1. Please include details of all commercial fish species with nursery and/or spawning 

grounds in the vicinity of the proposed disposal site, and an assessment of the 

potential impacts of maintenance dredge disposal on these species, in particular 

herring (Clupea harengus) and sandeel (Ammodytes tobianus). In your response, 

please include information on Cefas fish egg and larvae distribution survey date, as 

referenced in section 9.1.2. 

 

2. Please provide further information regarding impacts of dredged material disposal on 

crab and lobster reproductive cycles. Please then provide a reassessment of the effect 

of disposal activities, taking into account the life cycle of these species. 

 

3. Please consider, and provide further mitigation proposals, in relation to impacts of 

disposal activities on commercial shellfishery (specifically crab and lobster) activities. 

 

Aggregates activities 

1. Please provide an assessment of the impact of dredging and disposal activities on 

nearby aggregate extraction sites. In particular, please provide further information on 

whether it is likely that organic materials or peat fragments may be present in material 

for disposal.  In addition, whether these materials may impact upon the aggregate 

sites.  Please state any measures considered appropriate to mitigate against these 

impacts. 

 

Marine Ornithology 

1. Please provide species quantities, with reference to relevant evidence base, for those 

stated (i.e. divers, terns, gulls, and auks) in section 10 (Marine Ornithology) of the 

report. 

 

2. Please confirm that the significance assessment matrix as set out in Table 6.4 has 

been applied correctly to the conclusions drawn in the Marine Ornithology section. 

 

Further questions 

1. Please confirm the proposed annual disposal amounts (in tonnes) of dredged material 

to be placed at the site, and confirm whether this figure takes into account any future 
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projects which may increase current disposal amounts. Please also provide further 

clarity on the composition of dredged material, as depicted in section 5.1 of the report. 

 

2. Please clarify whether the dredged material has been considered for beneficial use, 

rather than disposal. 

 

3. Please update the cumulative assessment section to now include the Galloper offshore 

wind farm. Please also provide an assessment of the impacts of the proposed site, in 

combination with the existing Inner Gabbard disposal site. 

 

4. Please provide comment as to how findings and lessons learned from disposal 

activities at the Inner Gabbard disposal site have informed predictions as set out in the 

Site Characterisation Report. 

 

Comments received from the general public 

In addition to the above questions, I will be grateful if you can provide a response to 

comments received by the MMO from the general public, as set out in the annex. In 

particular, can you please provide a response to the following; 

1. Please provide further information if possible, regarding the environmental benefits of 

disposal at the proposed site, in relation to the emissions and activities of the port as a 

whole (see annex, letter from member of the public dated 06/02/2014). 

 

2. Please provide an assessment of other methods of reducing HHA’s CO2 emissions 

and fuel costs (see annex, letter from member of the public dated 07/02/2014). 

 
3. Can you please confirm that the water depth at the proposed site (which the MMO 

understands is shallower than the existing disposal site), and all tidal states, have been 

taken into consideration in any modelling and subsequent assessment  (see annex, 

letter from Orford and District Inshore Fishermen’s Association dated 21/02/2014). 

 
In order that we may discuss the issues raised in more detail, I propose that a meeting is 

arranged as soon as is practicable. I look forward to hearing from you so that we may 

discuss the meeting arrangements. 

 
Yours sincerely 
 

 
 
Mark Qureshi 
Case officer 
Marine Licensing Team 
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Marine Management Organisation 
mark.qureshi@marinemanagement.org.uk 

mailto:mark.qureshi@marinemanagement.org.uk

