GHS/PIC

28 September 2006

Mr S D Eades

Marine Information Network
Allington House

Allington

Chippenham

Wiltshire

SN14 6N

Dear Mr Eades

East Channel Regional Monitoring Program

Thank you for your letter of 4" September 2006. We are glad that you were able to attend

the ECEN meeting on 22" August at Baden Powell House. We feel that the event was
useful and should be repeated in future.

You raised a number of points and we comment as follows.

1.

3.

The report on display was a draft copy and the blueprint is currently being updated.
The Intention is to produce °.pdf files of the documents and lodge them on the
website shortly after being finalised in the coming weeks. We may be able to

produce hard copies if numbers are manageable but would wish to retain the option
to review this if demand is high.

The Technical Working Group (TWG) is aware of the methodology adopted in
respect of thresholds and fluorescent tracers but we are happy to forward copies of
your letter to representatives so that they are aware of your views. We note that you
have copled DCLG in on your letter so they will be similarly aware.

We disagree that it will take around three years for issues brought up at the East
Channel Environmental Network (ECEN) to be reflected. Comments on the survey
undertaken in 2006, analysed 2006-2007 and reported to ECEN in July/August 2007
could be reflected upon when designing the survey for 2008. Additionally, there is
nothing to stop ECEN members writing with comments at any time, as you have
done in this case. Both the previous years monitoring report and the blueprint for
ongoing work will be available for reference. To involve the broad range of ECEN
members any earlier than July/August would mean a significant overlap with the
deliberations of the TWG members. Our view is that this would lead to prolonged

deliberations and drift in timetable deadlines. Experience to date has shown there is
not a lot of slack in the overall monitoring cycle.

We have no strong objections to moare frequent ECEN meetings, provided that there
Is interest in attending from a significant proportion of participants.
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5. You suggest that organisations such as Marinet be allowed to participate in the work
ot the TWG. Our main concern with this approach is that if all such organisations
participated, it would prolong the process as discussed in paragraph 3, above. Also
there would seem little point on having a separate ECEN in such circumstances. We
will be able to provide some outputs from the meeting (for example powerpoint slides
from presentations given) in advance of the ECEN meeting.

6. With regard to your comments on sea fishing, we would be grateful if you could
provide the names of the fishing organisations that your members are associated
with so that we can establish if any relevant organisations have not been contacted.
In the meantime, we enclose a copy of the fisheries liaison protocol for your
reference.

We trust our response answers your points as far as possible and thank you again for your
participation in the East Channel Environmental Network.

Yours sincerely

GRAHAM SINGLETON
on behalf of East Channel Association

Further correspondence relating to this matter should be addressed to:
Graham Singleton

CEMEX UK Marine Ltd

Baltic Wharf

Marine Parade

Southampton

SO14 5JF



