Answer to Question 1.13.4
To put this into context for the examiner I was on site a few years ago, coincidentally performing a
QAL 2 monitoring exercise on a Site CEMs, when there was a large explosion on the Site. Not caused
by either myself or my Company activities I hasten to add. In fact I haven’t done an internet search
recently, but last time I did the HSE hadn’t released its report into the cause.
Unfortunately 4 people lost their lives that night.
I was on the other side of a hill on site and around half a mile away when the blast wave passed over
the CEMs shed. It felt like it lifted the entire shed off the ground.
Since that day I’ve looked at life very differently. I tend to look for worst case scenarios. It often
called Risk Assessment.
Bearing in mind that I have a full time job and a life to continue to lead and don’t really have time to
sit and read hundreds of pages of text that surround this application and the planning process, (it’s a
full time job in its own rite).
I note that the application states that the site would be exempt from the COMAH regulations as
there isn’t enough gas stored at the Site. Can the applicant clarify what level is needed to qualify for
COMAH and how close that they are to the threshold?
I further note on Drawing 5105324-WRX-DRG-410 that shows the propsed Plant connections to the
National Gas Transmission System and the proposed electrical export connection to the Marchwiel
Substation on the Industrial estate (I’m aware that there is a more up to date proposed connection
to Legacy) there is the following statement:
“It is assumed that all works will be carried out by a competent contractor working, where appropriate,
to an approved method statement.”
I would have thought that working to a method statement / safe system of work would be mandatory
under the Health and Safety at Work Act 1974, and not assumed. Perhaps WPL can clarify?
I have concerns that this Plant is directly connected to National Gas Transmission System and having

asked WCBC for more detail on the proposed connection I am informed that the gas won’t be
odorised, it will be in liquid form and at a pressure of 70Bar. In other words it’s a high pressure gas
line. I ask if there is a leak at either the Above Ground Installation, within the pipeline itself or at the
Plant how will the residents of Is y Coed be warned? We are living downwind of this system.
I would also like to know what security measures will be in the place at the Above Ground
Installation and proposed Plant. Currently the connecting lane to the proposed AGI site appears to
be used for dog walking and horse riding and so currently doesn’t seem that secure.
I note that during the police federation convention this year, that John Apter, stated that his
members (the police) are “sitting duck” in rural areas. The link below suggests that armed response
could be up to 70 miles (1 hour or more away) and it further suggests that gas Plant area legitimate
terrorist targets.
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-36308970

I further note that only a few months ago a gas pipeline was fractured in Kent by a contractor
carrying out routine maintenance work whilst working to a safe system of work.
http://www.itv.com/news/meridian/story/2016-05-28/major-gas-explosion-at-building-site-in-kent/
I believe the pipeline was operating at medium pressure and only 6 inch in diameter.
Furthermore I note that Didcot B Power Station, the gas fired one, suffered a fire in its cooling
system and that fire engines from 3 counties had to attend to deal with the incident.
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-england-29684205
Assuming the Plant gets Built I would like to know, if there were to be a “major event” what would
the blast radius be.
I would also like to know what level of Public liability insurance will WPL carry.
Will there a disaster fund?
If so, is it ring fenced?
I have asked WCBC some of these questions about the pipeline and the proposed Plant. They have
referred me back to yourself.
Perhaps WPL can clarify / answer my questions.
Given that the proposed site was originally chosen on the basis that it was for a 1200MW scheme
and has now been down scaled to up to 299MW I have to ask was any consideration given to
selecting a smaller site within the industrial estate and away from local housing and the school?
Kind regards,

Chris Briggs

