Regarding the Applicants assessment of Hydrogeology and Flood Risk
In the document GREX _WED3_01 Applicants response to Written Submissions I noted a
failure to address issues I had raised regarding flood risk and the bomb store
In my written submission I mentioned
•
•
•
•

risk of loss of containment due to large scale collapse of a quarry wall into the upper or
lower ponds ..
poor understanding of flowpaths connecting the whole quarry system deriving from earlier
documented and undocumented quarry workings
potential for collapse of nearby bomb store impacting integrity of tailpond dam
confidentiality of breach analysis documentation

As far as I can tell these observations were not addressed although they say on pp9-1

At the hearing I asked if perhaps this might be an administrative oversight?
Mr Boswell responded only in relation to the issue of the bomb store, and remarked that since it lay
outside the Applicants “red line” it was irrelevant to the enquiry. I strongly disagree with this
dismissive approach. It is a void the size of a football pitch and approx 7m high overlain by approx
5m of slate overburden. It is the surviving back half of a structure which collapsed not long after
construction. And it is approx 110m from the foot of the lower dam.

This map shows the Applicants site boundary in red just (by a matter of a meter or two) skirting the
ground above the back end of the void which constitutes the remaining part of the bomb store – at
the south east edge of the pit labelled Q8. The footprint of the tailpond dam shown shaded in blue
shows that the foot of the dam is approx 110m from the back end (SE extent) of this void.

The picture above shows on the right the plan of the bomb store .. the “collapsed area” is now the
clear open area which shows on aerial images and Applicant’s maps. The upper half of the plan is
the still existing void hidden under slate overburden which extends almost to the Applicants site
boundary.
Its condition has not been recently assessed for nearly 20 years, it is subject to degradation and it is
not as far as I know being monitored. Whoever owns the structure and wherever it is, if its collapse
could threaten the integrity of a dam and the safety of the public then it needs to be considered.
So it is very much in the public interest that the developer takes this into account.
And I await a response to our other points in the written representation mentioned above
See below correspondence with Gwynedd Council and find attached report from 1997

On Tuesday, 29 March 2016, 11:29, Roberts Gareth Wyn (ECON A CMND)
<GarethWynRoberts@gwynedd.gov.uk> wrote:
Mr. Taylor,
The undated report sent to you is the report prepared in 1997, and to my knowledge no later structural survey
has been prepared.

An engineer from Gwynedd Consultancy visited Defence Estates premises at Sutton Coldfield on 4 September
2009, and was allowed to browse through MOD files held on Glyn Rhonwy and take notes as necessary. No
copies were allowed.
No formal report was published, but draft notes were prepared following the visit. As this information was
received confidentially from Defence Estates, I still await authority as to whether I can release the notes on not,
but I reiterate that the information provided from MOD records in the draft DCO regarding UXO is far more
detailed than the draft notes prepared in 2009.
G. W. Roberts

From Gareth Wyn Roberts Business Assets Manager Gwynedd Council
th

16 March 2016
Draft response to the enquiry regarding the bomb store by Jeff Taylor
The bomb store site is in the ownership of Gwynedd Council and access is restricted unless on official business.
Access to the site is gained through the perimeter fence occasionally by trespassers, but the bomb store itself
cannot be accessed as the points of entry have been vandalised to such an extent. Repairs to the entry points
will only be repaired when official access will be required.
During Arfon Borough Council and Gwynedd Council ownerships no site remediation regarding munitions
storage have been carried out. I am aware that the MOD carried out an extensive clear up of the site –
especially the flooded quarry hole between 1969 and 1975 – and an engineer from Gwynedd Consultancy was
given access to MOD records about ten years ago to establish the extent of the clear up. At the time , no further
investigations or remediation were recommended.
The latest structural report was carried out by Gwynedd Consultancy in 1997, and until a future use is found for
the building no repair works are likely to be carried out.
From the report there is very little danger of the building collapsing. Other potential users have carried out their
investigations in the meantime and no serious concerns have been raised.
No investigations for environmental contamination and residues from military, industrial, domestic or other
sources have been commissioned or carried out by Gwynedd Council, but I am aware that investigations of this
nature for the flooded quarry have been ongoing by Quarry Battery Company, and you probably hold the
published report prepared for them. I will forward a link to that report when it is received from Mr. Dave
Holmes
At present, Gwynedd Council do not consider carrying out any remedial works

