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1. Executive Summary 
This Evaluation Report comprises the Marine Management Organisation’s (“MMO”) 
evaluation of the Lyme Bay 2 (PO050) Disposal Site Characterisation Report (“Site 
Characterisation Report”) submitted to re-open the PO050 disposal site. The 
PO050 disposal site lies within Babbacombe Bay, approximately 9.5 km South of 
Sandy Bay, Exmouth.  

The disposal site was a closed site, and there was limited data on its history and 
use within the archives. This site is being opened initially to support a variation to 
an existing marine licence (reference L/2017/00034/1; referred as ‘Scenario 1’ 
throughout this report). This Evaluation Report summarises the assessment of the 
reopening of the site PO050. 

 
As part of its consideration of the proposed new disposal site, the MMO undertook 
a consultation exercise and a total of 20 consultee responses and 5 public 
representations were received. During pre-application consultation carried out by 
Exmouth Marina, an additional 8 representations were received, and these were 
provided to the MMO.  

 
In response to the issues raised in the consultation exercise, it was considered that 
further information was required on the consideration of alternatives. The Inshore 
Fisheries and Conservation Authority (IFCA), provided advice on alternatives and 
data supplied by the IFCA was incorporated into this report.  

 
An assessment of the environmental and socio-economic impacts has been 
conducted and the MMO concludes that disposal activities as proposed for Scenario 
1 will be acceptable at the proposed re-opened PO050 disposal site. Any future 
applications to use PO050 will, however, be considered on a case-by-case basis, as 
with Scenario 1, and will include in-combination and cumulative assessments. 
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2. The Proposal 
 

2.1 Background 
 
The MMO granted a marine licence (reference L/2017/00034/1) in August 2017 for 
maintenance dredging of Exmouth Marina and disposal of dredged material at the 
Sprey Point (PO070) disposal site. The disposal site PO070 was selected to receive 
dredged material from Exmouth Marina as it was the only open disposal site within 
the Exmouth area. Disposal site PO070 is located in the intertidal area off 
Teignmouth. Although acceptable for certain disposal campaigns, concerns have 
been raised by local stakeholders’ due to different sediments types washing ashore 
on to the local public beach. 
 
On 26 February 2018, the MMO suspended the marine licence as a precaution 
following an event of black sand washing up on Teignmouth Beach. In December 
2019, the applicant (Exmouth Marina) submitted a variation request, to reduce 
disposal volumes and to dispose to Lyme Bay 2 (PO050), which is located farther 
offshore. PO050 is a closed disposal site, about 7.7 km offshore and given its 
location holds a greater potential than the inshore PO070 site for accepting 
sedimentary material of a nature different to that of the sands occurring on 
Teignmouth Beach. 

 
2.2 Site Characterisation 
 
In order to assess the suitability of the PO050 disposal site to accept dredged 
material, the MMO requested that an assessment be undertaken and the findings 
presented in a Site Characterisation Report. Disposal site PO050 was classed as a 
closed disposal site. A closed disposal site is one that has not been used for 
disposal activities within the last 10 years. There are no historical records on the 
use or closure of PO050, and therefore, the assessment was used to ensure the 
reopening of the site does not adversely impact receptors against the existing 
baseline conditions.   
 
The Site Characterisation Report was prepared by Marine Space Ltd and was 
completed in December 2019. The Centre for Environment, Fisheries and 
Aquaculture Science (“Cefas”) also undertook sediment plume modelling on behalf 
of Exmouth Marina Ltd. 
 
The assessment to reopen PO050 comprised the following key stages: 

 
• Cefas reviewed existing data for the closed PO050 site. Cefas advised that 

there was no historical data on the site and that characterisation of the site 
would need to be undertaken.  

 
• Cefas undertook plume modelling to assess the fate of material disposed to 

disposal site PO050. 
 

• Marine Space Ltd (on behalf of Exmouth Marina Ltd) carried out a desk-
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based assessment of the PO050 site covering multiple receptors and risk 
factors. The findings were summarised in a Site Characterisation Report. 
 

• The Site Characterisation Report was subject to consultation, carried out by 
Marine Space Ltd.  

 
• The representations and findings of the Site Characterisation Report were 

submitted to the MMO and used to inform our decision making in relation to 
the proposed marine licence variation request submitted by Exmouth Marina.  

 
•  A formal consultation exercise (February-March 2020) was carried out by the 

MMO to gather views. The application was also made available on the public 
register and the MMO Selected Cases website. The representations can be 
found on the MMO public register under the reference MLA/2016/00372/2 at the 
following link 
https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUB
LIC_REGISTER/.  

 
 
2.3 Scenario 1 

 
The details of the disposal activity for Exmouth Marina put forward by the applicant in 
their marine licence variation request of December 2019 were used to create 
Scenario 1. The detailed aspects of the variation request that do not relate to the 
characterisation and potential for future re-opening of PO050 are summarised in this 
Evaluation Report. A separate Decision Document provided further detail on the 
wider considerations of the marine licence variation request for MLA/2016/00372/2. 
Parameters used for Scenario 1 are summarised as follows: 

• Licence start and end dates of 10 September 2020 – 9 September 2030. 
• Disposal site at Lyme Bay 2 PO050. 
• Disposal quantities of 40,000m3 (35,000 dry tonnes/50,000 wet tonnes) total 

quantity over 10 years with a maximum of 8,000m3 (7,000 dry tonnes/10,000 
wet tonnes) in any one year. 

• The dredged material will be loaded and disposed of via a hopper barge. 
• During the course of each disposal event, material to be distributed as evenly 

as possible over the disposal site PO050. 
• Sediment sampling was undertaken using OSPAR guidelines, based on the 

volume of dredge material proposed. Samples were required from 3 sample 
locations, at a surface depth. The sediment analysis indicates that the material 
is suitable for at sea disposal. A new sample plan and subsequent sampling 
analysis must be submitted to the MMO to support the continued disposal of 
material from Exmouth Marina at sea by May 2021, and subsequently every 5 
years. 

 
3. Legislative and Policy Framework 

 
Criteria for the Selection of New Sea Disposal Sites 

https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC_REGISTER/
https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC_REGISTER/
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The principal factors to be considered when selecting a disposal site are listed in 
Annex III parts B and C of the London Convention 1972. These have been further 
refined in the Revised Specific Guidelines for Assessment of Dredged Material that 
supplement Annex 2 of the 1996 Protocol and the OSPAR Guidelines for the 
Management of Dredged Material at Sea, of which the UK Government is a 
contracting party. 

 
Exmouth Marina has proposed PO050 Site as an alternative to the existing 
inshore PO070 Site. Subject to characterisation, the MMO will consider whether 
material can be licensed for disposal at the reopened PO050 Site. 

 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 

Although the Marine Works (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2007 
(as amended “MWRs”) apply to certain plans and projects, the designation of a 
new disposal site is not an activity specified under either Annex I or II of the EIA 
Directive (Council Directive 85/337/EEC) or Schedule A1 or A2 of the MWRs. 
 
Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009 

Part 4, chapter 1, section 67(4) of the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009 
(MCAA) states: 
 
“The appropriate licensing authority may require an applicant – 
 

a) to supply such information, 
b) to produce such articles, and 
c) to permit such investigations, examinations and tests, 

 
as in the opinion of the authority may be necessary or expedient to enable it 
to determine the application.” 
 
The Site Characterisation Report was prepared to meet the requirements of the 
MCAA. 

 
4. Site Selection Report 
The report can be accessed on the MMO public register under the reference 
MLA/2016/00372/2 at the following link 
https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC
_REGISTER/ 

For operational reasons the site selection exercise investigated sites within the 
area of Exmouth. Other disposal sites in the region include PO075, PO090 and 
PO076. All of these sites lie fairly close inshore and following a number of 
modelling scenarios undertaken by Cefas, none of these sites represented a long-
term sustainable option for disposal from Exmouth Marina, where local geology and 
hence sedimentary material differs from the composition of the nearby beaches. 

Other disposal sites exist along the south coast of Devon, including Plymouth Deep 
(PL035). However, gaining access into the Exe River (where dredging sites are 
present) for the size of the barge required to dispose to Plymouth Deep, and the 

https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC_REGISTER/
https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC_REGISTER/
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cost of getting the necessary equipment to dredge marinas, would be prohibitively 
costly for small marinas. For Scenario 1, the purpose for this site, relates to 
Exmouth Marina.  

The site selection exercise and plume modelling exercise identified PO050, a 
closed disposal site ca. 7.7 km offshore, as a potential alternative to the inshore 
PO070 site for accepting sedimentary material from Exmouth Marina. The PO050 
disposal site is accessible from Exmouth Marina, located farther offshore than the 
exiting PO070 and was, therefore, selected for further detailed investigation. 

5. Site Characterisation Report 
The modelling work to inform site characterisation was undertaken by Cefas and 
used to predict the fate of material placed at the PO050 site. The modelling 
predicts the potential movement of suspended sediment post placement. This 
modelling was undertaken using the sediment volume and characteristics for 
Scenario 1. The typical particle size of the sediment for this scenario, and 
modelled, is around 64 microns. The modelling output predicts both the plume 
dispersion from the placement site together with potential sinks of sediment.  

In December 2019, following a review of the model outputs, Marine Space Ltd 
undertook an assessment of the proposed disposal site and summarised the 
findings in the Site Characterisation Report for the PO050 Disposal Site. The report 
can be accessed on the MMO public register under the reference 
MLA/2016/00372/2 at the following link 
https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC
_REGISTER/ 
 

The Site Characterisation Report included an assessment of topics areas including 
physical processes; water quality (requirements under the Water Framework 
Directive); marine ecology; nature conservation; commercial fisheries; marine 
archaeology; other uses; and cumulative impacts. 
The Site Characterisation Report was updated following consultation undertaken 
with stakeholders in February 2020.  

 
6. Consultation Exercise 
This section summarises the consultation exercise undertaken in February 2020 
by the MMO in relation to the PO050 disposal Site Characterisation Project. 

 
6.1 Consultation 

 
As part of its consideration of the proposed new disposal site, the MMO 
consulted the bodies listed below in Table 1. Furthermore, the Site 
Characterisation Report was published on the MMO’s public register and 
detailed on the MMO’s selected cases website in January 2020. A consultation 
period ran from 11 February to 11 March 2020 and the relevant responses have 
been detailed within this Evaluation Report. 

 
 

https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC_REGISTER/
https://marinelicensing.marinemanagement.org.uk/mmofox5/fox/live/MMO_PUBLIC_REGISTER/
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Table 1: Consultation bodies 
 
Cefas Maritime Coastguard Agency 
The Crown Estate Historic England 
Royal Yachting Association (RYA) Trinity House 
Devon and Severn IFCA (D&S IFCA) Environment Agency (EA) 
Natural England (NE) Local MMO 
British Sub-Aqua Club (BSAC) Teignmouth Harbour Commission 
Exmouth Harbour Authority Exeter Port Authority 
East Devon Planning Authority Teignbridge District Council 
Teignmouth Town Council Dawlish Town Council 

 
Table 2: Additional Site Characterisation Report Consultees (acquired in pre-
application, reviewed in the MMOs decision determination) 
 
Shellfish Association of Great Britain 
(SAGB) 

Teignmouth Town Centre Management 
Partnership 

South Devon and Channel 
Shellfishermen Ltd  

Offshore Shellfish Ltd 

South West Partnership for Environment 
& Economic Prosperity (SWEEP) 

Plymouth University 

Biome (Algae) Ltd Blue Marine Foundation 
 

 

7. Updated Site Characterisation Report 
In response to the issues raised in the pre-application consultation exercise, the 
Site Characterisation Report was updated with further information, including 
details on the modelling of sediment plumes and dispersion. 

Following the MMO’s formal consultation, the Site Characterisation Report was 
updated to incorporate the consideration of an alternative method of disposing of 
the dredge material advised by D&S IFCA. The Site Characterisation Report was 
also updated to further consider impacts to shellfish. 

 
 

8. Assessment 
A brief summary of each topic as presented in the chapters of the Site 
Characterisation Report are presented below (sections 8.1 to 8.13) with a 
description of comments received from the consultation (reference is made to the 
respective Site Characterisation Report chapter for each heading). This includes 
the 20 consultee responses and 5 public representations, as well as the 
additional 8 representations received during pre-application consultation. The 
MMO response to the representations received is summarised for each topic 
area. 
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8.1 Need for New Disposal Site, Site Selection Process and 
Consideration of Alternative Sites (Chapter 1.3-1.5) 

 
i. Report Conclusions 

Chapter 1.3 outlines the need for a new disposal site. It details that dredge 
operations within Scenario 1 are a necessity in order to maintain navigable depths 
at Exmouth Marina. The removal and disposal of the material is fundamental to the 
continued operation of the marina and to ensure safety of its users. 

The disposal site Sprey Point (PO070) was the only open disposal site within the 
Exmouth area and is situated in the intertidal area off Teignmouth. Although 
proving to be acceptable for certain dredging campaigns, it holds complications for 
others, due to its proximity to the public beach and the need for certain (coarser-
grain) sediment types. 

Chapter 1.4 details other closed sites in the area and open sites in the region, it 
outlines the issues with the potential use for any of these for activities such as 
Scenario 1.  

Chapter 1.5 assesses the other alternative options for the activities that require the 
proposed re-opening of the PO050 site (Scenario 1/ Exmouth Marina), including 
options to cease dredging and terrestrial disposal, both of which it concludes are 
infeasible.  

The Site Characterisation Report outlines that following these above considerations 
there is a need for an alternative disposal site, and that the PO050 disposal site is 
likely to be the most suitable. 

 
ii. Consultation comments 

 
There were various responses on the consideration of alternative sites and the need 
for disposal at sea. Those that specifically opposed the use of PO050 were in 
relation to potential impacts to receptors such as fisheries. Responses to these 
representations are detailed below in sections 8.2-8.13 of this Evaluation Report. 
Those comments in support of the proposal to open PO050, favoured the movement 
of activities (specifically in Scenario 1) from PO070 to a site farther offshore, and 
distant from the local amenity beaches. Within their consultation advice, Cefas gave 
the opinion that there was a sufficient review of the consideration of alternatives 
within the report.  

 
iii. MMO response 

 
The MMO considers that alternative options to disposal at sea have been 
considered sufficiently within the Site Characterisation Report. A consultation 
response from D&S IFCA outlined an alternative method of removing the dredge 
material and dewatering on floating pontoons before disposing of the material at a 
registered site on land. This alternative disposal technique was assessed and the 
findings summarised in the updated Site Characterisation Report. Cefas specialists 
(advisors to MMO on the disposal of dredged material to sea) advised that they 
considered that the Site Characterisation Report considered the alternatives and 



Page 10 of 18  
 

that the reopening of PO050 was the most viable option at this time. The MMO 
agrees that there are limited options for reuse, recycling and the prevention of the 
waste due to the physical characteristics of the marina (accessibility), the 
composition of material typically dredged, and the lack of feasibility for using 
alternative sites. Any licence issued to use site PO050 will contain conditions that 
require the assessment of alternative options throughout the lifespan of the licence. 
 
Continuing compliance with the Waste Framework Directive is considered on a case 
by case basis as part of the marine licensing application process and all 
applications requesting to use the PO050 site will be required to provide evidence to 
show that alternatives to disposal at sea have been considered. 
 
The MMO is, therefore, content that a suitable assessment of alternatives and the 
need for a new disposal site has been demonstrated. The need for disposal at sea 
will be considered in any subsequent application for a marine licence to use the 
PO050 site. 
 

8.2 Plume modelling (Chapter 3) 
 

i. Report Conclusions 
 
This chapter outlines the details and results of the modelling undertaken by Cefas 
using Scenario 1, to indicate the fate of material if it were disposed of at PO050. The 
parameters used in the model included a sediment particle size of 64 microns, the 
typical size of material from Exmouth Marina (i.e. Scenario 1). The chapter 
summarised the output from the predictive modelling. Material placed at PO050 is 
likely to move in a northwesterly direction and migrate out of the disposal site over 
the course of several days. After 72 hours, the sediment particles are predicted to 
have left the boundary of the disposal site, at which point the majority of particles are 
still approximately 6 km offshore and merge with naturally occurring muddy 
sediments present within the region. 
 
To determine the disposed sediment thickness, a worst-case scenario of a disposal 
volume of 40,000m3 was used. This value is the total volume proposed by Scenario 1 
for a 10-year period, however, any licence variation using Scenario 1 would restrict 
the volume to be disposed of at this site to 8000m3 each year. Both extreme worst-
case and potential maximum annual sediment disposal result in negligible potential 
sediment deposition at the seabed of less than 1mm thickness. 
 
The chapter also outlined the modelling limitations, but concluded that, despite 
limitations in the model, the results are suitably robust to predict the fate of sediment 
given the proposed volumes that would be disposed under Scenario 1.  

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
There were consultation comments that raised concerns over the limitations of the 
model. Following consultation, Cefas confirmed that the model limitations were 
acceptable given the proposed disposal volumes and low fall velocity of the fine 
sediment. 
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iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO are satisfied with the modelling undertaken. Cefas are an internationally 
renowned research centre, comprised of scientific and technical experts who deliver 
modelling services to Government. The limitations with the modelling were outlined 
within the Cefas modelling report included within Appendix A of the Site 
Characterisation Report.  There is reasonable confidence in the trajectory of material 
deposited and a high confidence that the sediment deposited at PO050 will not come 
ashore at Teignmouth. 
 
The MMO considers that the current level of modelling is appropriate for the 
purposes of site characterisation and inclusion of further or parameters would not 
significantly change the predicted movement and deposition of the plume outlined 
within Scenario 1. Any future applications to use this site will, however, be required 
to undertake further modelling for different volumes/ sediment characteristics. 
 
The MMO are therefore satisfied that the modelling is suitable to assess the material 
proposed within Scenario 1 when disposed at PO050. 

 

8.3 Lyme Bay 2 PO050 Regional Characteristics (Chapter 5)  
 

i. Report Conclusions 
 
This chapter outlines the location of the PO050 disposal site. It also identifies 
receptors within the vicinity of this area, including the physical, biological and human 
environment and nature conservation areas. These receptors are assessed within 
this Evaluation Report. 
 

ii. Consultation comments 
 
There were no responses that specifically related to this chapter submitted 
during the consultation. The Crown Estate advised that as the landowner, 
consent is required for the future use of site PO050. 

 
 
iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO are satisfied that this chapter adequately outlines the regional 
characteristics of the PO050 site. 

 
8.4 Environmental Assessment (Chapter 6.2) 

 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
This chapter outlines which receptors were ‘scoped in’ and ‘scoped out’ of the 
assessment undertaken for the site characterisation. The receptors ‘scoped in’ were 
physical processes, Water Framework Directive assessment, marine ecology, nature 
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conservation, commercial fishing, marine archaeology, other uses, and cumulative 
effects.  
 
The receptors ‘scoped out’ were ornithology, underwater noise, marine mammals and 
shipping navigation for the following reasons:  

 
• Ornithology - The proposed site is not within or adjacent to any known areas of 

sensitivity (e.g. SPAs). The closest site of sensitivity is the Exe Estuary SPA 
and Ramsar site which lies approximately 9.3 km at its closest point; 

 
• Underwater noise - With the exception of vessel noise, disposal activities are 

not considered to create any additional underwater noise. Vessels (small 
commercial/ recreational vessels) are common in the local area and therefore 
the vessel noise is considered insignificant; 

 
• Marine mammals - The only impact pathway between the proposed disposal at 

PO050 and marine mammal species would be via underwater noise. As 
detailed above, the only noise will be that from the vessel and as this area is 
subject to significant vessel traffic, from both commercial and recreational, this 
is again considered insignificant; and 

 
• Shipping and navigation – There are no overlaps with major shipping lanes or 

navigational routes. The dredging vessel would be required to exhibit the 
correct lights and signals and comply with Collision Regulations. 

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
One representation advised that ornithology and marine mammals should not have 
been scoped out due to the risks posed to them by eating fish and shellfish. 
 

iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO are satisfied that ornithology, underwater noise, marine mammals and 
shipping navigation were appropriately scoped out of the assessment for the reasons 
outlined within 8.4.i. The Site Characterisation Report concludes that impacts to 
mammal prey sources are low, and as such the potential indirect impacts to food 
webs are also low. For this reason, the MMO are satisfied that assessment scope 
adequately assessed receptors likely to be impacted due to the reopening of PO050. 
 
8.5 Marine Physical Processes (Chapter 6.4) 

 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
This chapter outlines the assessment for impacts on physical processes, including 
the bed sedimentation from disposed sediment as indicated by the modelling using a 
“worst-case scenario” and also sediment characteristics from the source site and any 
impact to water quality. It concludes that any increase in suspended sediment and 
sediment deposition within the PO050 site during disposal activities is expected to be 
localised, temporary, short-term, in-line with background suspended sediment levels 
and any impact upon the tidal, wave or sediment transport regime is determined to be 
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negligible. Furthermore, negligible effects are predicted on the chemical parameters 
of sediment or water quality due to the sample analysis results. 

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
A representation queried how the dredge disposal would be monitored across the 
site, to ensure that sediment is distributed evenly. Cefas clarified that they support 
the reopening of the PO050 site, as it is fit-for-purpose due to being dispersive and 
the volumes of material proposed to be discharged from Scenario 1 are relatively 
modest.  

 
iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO are satisfied the physical processes modelling and analysis is robust. To 
ensure an even spread of material is maintained across the disposal site PO050, a 
condition will be attached to any licence that would require that the disposal across 
the site is evenly spread.  
 
8.6 Water Framework Directive (WFD) (Chapter 6.5) 

 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
This chapter outlines that neither the proposed site or its modelled sediment plume is 
within the vicinity of WFD bodies (PO050 lies approximately 5 km from the nearest 
water body, as detailed within Chapter 5.4.5.) and therefore would not prevent the 
waterbodies from achieving their WFD objectives. Similarly, the plume does not 
extend into the adjacent bathing water areas. The impact on WFD receptors is 
concluded negligible. 

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
No consultation comments, including from the Environment Agency as lead on WFD, 
raised concern with impacts to WFD water bodies with regards to the use of PO050 
disposal site.  

 
iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO is satisfied that the impacts from the use of PO050 to WFD bodies is 
negligible.  
 
8.7 Marine Ecology (Chapter 6.6) 
 
i. Report Conclusions 

 
This chapter evaluates the potential impact to marine ecology from the modelled 
material dispersal and settlement resulting from Scenario 1 at PO050. The receptors 
assessed included fish including seahorses; shellfish; and benthic habitats, including 
the pink sea fan. The impacts from the disposal at PO050 on these features were all 
concluded to be negligible. 



Page 14 of 18  
 

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
Concern was raised over the lack of evidence on the potential impact on fishery and 
shellfish areas. There is overlap between this section and “commercial fisheries”, 
“aquaculture”, and “nature conservation” of the Site Characterisation Report (refer to 
the corresponding sections of this Evaluation Report for further information). 

 
Cefas fisheries specialists agreed with the overall conclusions of the Site 
Characterisation Report. Cefas shellfisheries specialists advised that they were in 
agreement with the content of the report, however advised that the “negligible” impact 
assessment was applicable to larger, more mobile species and that less-mobile 
species, such as shellfish, may be more at risk from smothering.  
 
NE did not raise concerns over potential risk to the pink sea fan.  
 

iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO requested that the applicant investigated the data and evidence supplied 
by IFCA and further incorporated this into the report. Specifically, it was requested 
that impacts to shellfish were considered further. The applicant updated the Site 
Characterisation Report (Section 6.6.2) with further evidenced-based assessments, 
investigating the potential impacts to specific shellfish species. The assessment 
concluded that activities in line with Scenario 1 will not have a significant adverse 
effect on shellfish, including the smaller, less mobile shellfish species identified by 
Cefas.  
 
The MMO is satisfied that the impacts from the activities from Scenario 1 at PO050 
will not have a significant impact on marine ecological receptors.   
 
8.8 Nature Conservation (Chapter 6.7) 
 
i. Report Conclusions 
  
This chapter evaluated the potential for the risk of the deposited sediment impacting 
designated sites. The European sites in the area are: Exe Estuary SPA and Ramsar; 
and Lyme Bay and Torbay SAC. The nearest MCZs include the Torbay MCZ; East of 
Start Point MCZ; and Dart Estuary MCZ.  
 
Modelling indicates that sediment is not predicted to be deposited within any of the 
sites. It concludes that there will be no likely significant effects on European sites, 
Ramsar sites or Marine Conservation Zones.  

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
Consultation comments outlined concern over the impacts to protected areas from 
the proposal and highlighted the need to consult NE. The MMO consulted NE on the 
proposal to reopen PO050 as the lead advisor on nature conservation, and NE did 
not raise concerns on impacts to nature conservation sites. 
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iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO are satisfied that there are no likely significant impacts from the use of 
PO050 (based on Scenario 1 predictions) on nature conservation sites.  
 
8.9 Commercial Fisheries (Chapter 6.8) 
 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
The Site Characterisation Report assessed commercial fisheries within the area of 
the PO050 disposal site. Conclusions of the report outline the measures proposed to 
avoid the impact to fishing activities, including a Notice to Mariners and adhering to 
Collision Regulations. It concludes that the impact from the use of PO050 to 
commercial fishing activities would be negligible. The Site Characterisation Report 
also assesses the risks to target species using the information on settlement from the 
plume modelling from the proposed disposal at this site and concludes the impacts 
would be minor.  

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
Cefas fisheries specialists advised PO050 lies within spawning grounds for mackerel 
and spurdog and nursery grounds for anglerfish, whiting, spotted ray and thornback 
ray and potentially within the nursery grounds of plaice. Cefas agreed that grounds 
are also present throughout the wider Lyme Bay area and concluded that they do not 
anticipate that that there would be any significant impacts to commercial fisheries as 
result of Scenario 1’s maximum annual disposal volume of 8000m3.   
 

iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO are satisfied that the impact to commercial fisheries is minor based on the 
Site Characterisation Report and comments from Cefas specialists. The MMO are 
further satisfied that there was sufficient consultation as statutory consultation was 
undertaken with fisheries specialists at Cefas, IFCA and the Local MMO, alongside 
the application being made available on the Public Register and Selected Cases 
page of the MMO website. 
 
8.10 Aquaculture (Chapter 6.8.1) 
 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
The Site Characterisation Report outlines the potential impacts from sediment 
plumes to aquaculture areas within western Lyme Bay from the use of site PO050. 
Worst case scenarios were used to assess the impacts posing risk to these 
aquaculture areas and the report concludes that within 72 hours of a disposal activity, 
dredged material will have dispersed outside of the disposal site and merged with the 
natural sediment of the region and as such any sediment effects will be undetectable 
within the aquaculture sites. Overall, the use of PO050 (using Scenario 1 predictions) 
would result in negligible impacts on aquaculture receptors. 



Page 16 of 18  
 

 
ii. Consultation comments 

 
Representations were received that raised concerns that disposal activities could 
impact aquaculture farms and could therefore have negative implications (from eating 
contaminated shellfish) on human health. The Cefas shellfisheries specialist advised 
that they were in overall agreement with the content of the conclusions of the Site 
Characterisation Report.  Analysis of sediment from Exmouth Marina showed that the 
material is uncontaminated and suitable for at sea disposal under the OSPAR 
guidelines.  

 
iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO requested that the applicant incorporate further assessment into the report 
on shellfish and aquaculture. The Site Characterisation Report has been updated 
(Section 6.6.2) with more evidence and research, investigating the potential impacts 
to specific shellfish species. It further investigates the impact the material could have 
on human consumption, should the plume reach aquaculture sites. The outcome of 
the assessment, in combination with that of the sediment and water quality 
assessment, concluded that disposal to PO050 would have a negligible impact on 
shellfish species. 

 
The MMO is satisfied that the disposal activities in line with Scenario 1 will not have a 
significant impact on shellfish, including the smaller, less mobile shellfish species, 
and to aquaculture.  
 
8.11 Historic Environment (Chapter 6.9) 
 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
There were no features of archaeological interest located within the vicinity of PO050 
and so only indirect impacts were assessed within this chapter. All impacts are 
concluded to be negligible.  

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
One public representation raised concerns over the protected wreck site Church 
Rocks. However, Historic England (HE) welcomed the principle of an alternative site 
at a greater distance to Church Rocks. HE raised no concerns with the assessment 
concluding that the risk of impacts to Church Rocks is unlikely based on the plume 
modelling. 
  

iii. MMO response 
 
The MMO is satisfied that the impacts from the use of PO050 to the historic 
environment are negligible. 
 
8.12 Other Uses (Chapter 6.10) 
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i. Report Conclusions 
 
The report outlines the potential impacts of the disposed sediment on other uses, this 
includes tourism, recreational fishing and diving. The impacts to all aforementioned 
uses were assessed as negligible. 

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
IFCA raised concerns on potential impacts on recreational fishing. Most other 
concerns raised were in relation to the impact to tourism through impacts to 
Teignmouth Beach. MCA advised that a condition be added to any licence, “the 
Licencee must issue local notification to marine users - including fisherman’s 
organisations, neighbouring port authorities and other local stakeholders - to ensure 
that they are made fully aware of the activity”.  
 

iii. MMO response 
 
Impacts on recreational fishing have been considered under the chapters “Marine 
Ecology” and “Commercial Fisheries”. Due to the negligible impact to those features, 
it is therefore concluded that the use of disposal site PO050 in line with Scenario 1, 
will not have a significant impact on recreational fishing. The MMO are satisfied that it 
is unlikely that sediment from disposal activities from Scenario 1 at PO050 will find its 
way ashore to amenity beaches, based on the outcomes from the Cefas modelling, 
which shows a reasonable confidence in the trajectory of material and a high 
confidence that the sediment deposited at PO050 will not come ashore at 
Teignmouth. The MMO also consulted the dive society – BSAC over any concerns 
they may have in relation   to diving from the use of PO050, specifically with regards 
to the wreck site of the SS Bretagne (dive site) but BSAC did not respond to the 
consultation. 
 
The MMO is satisfied with the advice received from the consultation and from our 
primary advisor HE and impacts from the use of PO050 to the historic environment 
are considered negligible. 
 
8.13 Cumulative Assessment (Chapter 6.11) 
 
i. Report Conclusions 
 
This section outlines that the impacts arising from cumulative impacts from fishing 
activities and from an interconnector cable, which both could contribute to the 
pressure of suspended sediment, is negligible.  

 
ii. Consultation comments 
 
There were no comments received on the cumulative impacts section of the Site 
Characterisation Report. Historic England, however, advised the following with 
regards to cumulative impacts in general “Given the potential for this site to be 
utilised by other operators, whilst the initial sediment modelling results indicate that 
there is unlikely to be an impact on the basis of the current application we would 
recommend that the MMO consider whether there is justification for operators 
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licensed to utilise this disposal site to contribute to monitoring the impact of 
cumulative disposal on the protected wreck in the event this is assessed to alter the 
current model.” 
 

iii. MMO response 
 
The disposal site PO050 will be a multiple user site, and any consideration for 
monitoring wreck sites would be considered on a case by case basis. 
 
The evaluation of cumulative impacts will be required for any application to use the 
PO050 site. The MMO are satisfied that the cumulative impacts from the use of 
PO050 by Scenario 1 is negligible. The Scenario 1 project is the relocation of an 
existing activity, no other proposals have been put forward to use PO050 at this time, 
and the MMO therefore considers that there will be no significant risk of cumulative 
impacts. 

 
 

9 Evaluation 
An assessment of the environmental and socioeconomic impacts arising from 
reopening PO050 has been conducted and the MMO concludes the disposal 
activities using Scenario 1 has been adequately assessed at the proposed disposal 
site PO050. Conditions will be added to any determined licence, to ensure that the 
activities remain in line with Scenario 1. MMO conclude it is acceptable to re-open 
site PO050.  
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