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Good evening Steffan,
I have just recently returned from holiday, and have well in excess of 500 unread
emails in my inbox. So I apologise for being tardy in my reply to your queries, and
for not having had sufficient time to formulate the type of fully informed response
that your query demands. That said, you have asked for my comments on the
applicant’s draft NMP, but in the most recent responses posted to the website, I
find the following assertions by the applicant:
‘The management plans are unable to be finalised prior to the determination of the
DCO application as the final approved plans will need to reflect current guidance
on these matters at the time of construction, will require input from the appointed
Principal Contractor, and may need to be informed by updated baseline survey
work.’
‘Gwynedd Council and the Applicant agree that it is inappropriate for specific limits
on noise, vibration, dust deposition and air overpressure to be set within a DCO
Requirement. Both parties agree that the appropriate mechanism for the control
and management of these matters is a series of detailed management plans
prepared by the Applicant for approval by Gwynedd Council prior to the
commencement of development. By taking this approach, it will allow for the
production of comprehensive management strategies based on up-to-date
guidance and standards, informed by input from the appointed Principal
Contractor, and, if required, updated baseline surveys.. This is the approach that
would be delivered by Requirements 6 and 7. The management plans relevant to
the matters identified under Hearing Agenda Item 8 are as follows:
• Code of Construction Practice; • Noise Management Plan; • Dust Management
Plan; • Construction Noise Management Plan; • Air Quality Baseline Monitoring
Plan;
• Operational Noise Management Plan.
Gwynedd Council and the Applicant agree that the Conditions relating to these
matters within the extant 2012 T&CPA permission could be usefully refined and
improved through the management plan process proposed under the DCO
(specifically, Requirements 6 and 7). This improvement would provide clarity and
certainty to both the Applicant and Council on the control of these matters and the
effective enforcement of that control.’
‘The agreed draft plans will be submitted to the Examination at Deadline 5. These
plans will then be finalised and submitted to Gwynedd Council for formal approval
prior to the commencement of development as per DCO Requirements 6 and 7. A
mechanism for performance monitoring and reporting would be agreed within the
management plans and compliance would be enforced by Gwynedd Council.’
So, whatever alterations and changes the applicant has made to the revised NMP,
can still, from my reading of the above, be overlooked and/or not regarded as

binding in any way, following any decisions/requirements within, and subsequent
to the DCO.
I also note the applicant’s reference to Gwynedd Council’s acceptance of
permissions within the 2012 T&CPA documentation as being some sort of
approbation of present amendments to their original plans, whereas I’m sure
you’re familiar with the evidence presented by local residents giving the lie to
present plans baring any relation to the original, citing the huge changes
represented by the proposed construction methods/access/transportation, etc. etc.
under consideration.
Moreover, phrases such as ‘provide clarity and certainty to both the Applicant and
Council on the control of these matters and the effective enforcement of that
control’ and ‘A mechanism for performance monitoring and reporting would be
agreed within the management plans and compliance would be enforced by
Gwynedd Council’ do nothing to reassure me that heed will be paid to anything
anyone says outside of these two bodies, and that includes yourselves, should the
DCO be granted.
I could ask the applicant to define the ‘mechanism for performance monitoring’
and provide details of exactly how ‘compliance would be enforced by Gwynedd
Council’ but if their past response is anything to go by, I would simply be provided
with another few thousand words referring to present legislation without
elucidating any concrete data on the means by which they hope to
achieve/measure/police/enforce said compliance.
Also posted to the website is a response by the applicant to one of my previous
contributions, and I will respond to that in a separate email to you, hopefully
before the next deadline if I have sufficient time in which to do so. I would also like
to state that I fully endorse all the work submitted by Mike Vitkovitch, whose
breadth of knowledge and experience shows up all the shortcomings and
misinformation supplied by the so-called experts employed to date by the
applicant.
Please also find attached a copy of the most recent communication from SPH to
local residents, which is in my opinion another indicator of the arrogance they
display in assuming that the DCO will be granted, and that their plans are
‘watertight’, sorry, couldn’t resist a few ‘damming’ puns, as, if you didn’t laugh at
their posturing, you’d have to weep.
Tony Grant
Waunfawr
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