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1. Introduction
1.1.

Purpose of this document

1.1.1

This document comprises Western Power Distribution’s Feedback
Report on the Stage 1 Consultation with statutory consultees,
Carmarthenshire County Council officers, elected representatives (MPs,
AMs and local authority members), community councils, interest groups,
local amenity user groups and representative bodies on the Brechfa
Connection Forest Project.

1.1.2

This document:


Reports on the Stage 1 Consultation undertaken by Western Power
Distribution (WPD) between 24 June and 27 September 2013



Details the issues raised in responses submitted by consultees



Reports how WPD has responded to the consultation to date



Reports how consultation feedback will inform the selection of
preferred route corridors.

1.1.3

This Interim Consultation Report will inform the final Consultation Report
which ultimately will be provided to the Planning Inspectorate for
acceptance and subsequent examination, as required under Section
37(3) (c) of the Planning Act 2008 when an application for a
Development Consent Order (DCO) is made to the Planning
Inspectorate, anticipated to be at the end of 2014.

1.2.

Structure of the report

1.2.1.

The first two chapters of this report explain the purpose of the document,
WPD’s role and its commitment to engagement and consultation, before
outlining the project and how it has developed to date.

1.2.2.

Chapter 3 provides a detailed summary of how the consultation strategy
was developed, who WPD consulted with and how consultation was
delivered. Chapter 4 describes how responses received during this
stage of consultation were managed and chapter 5 provides an overview
of those responses.

1.2.3.

Chapters 6 and 7 provide detailed information on the responses received
from both consultees and members of the public. Chapter 8 of this
report provides WPD’s responses to the general themes raised by
consultees and the public during this stage of consultation.
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1.2.4.

Chapter 9 explains the conclusions drawn by WPD and the next steps in
the consultation process. The final chapter, chapter 10, contains the
document appendices.

1.3.

Western Power Distribution's role

1.3.1.

WPD is the Distribution Network Operator (DNO) for the Midlands, South
Wales and the South West and holder of an electricity distribution
licence issued in accordance with the provisions of the Electricity Act
1989 as amended by the Utilities Act 2000.

1.3.2.

The role of the company is to distribute electricity using WPD’s own
network of substations, overhead lines and underground cables, from the
national grid to the metering point of the electricity supply companies or
their customers.

1.3.3.

WPD is a regulated business and operates under a licence granted by
Ofgem, the Office of Gas and Electricity Markets. The company must
maintain an efficient, coordinated and economical system of electricity
distribution. While doing this, WPD must also reduce the impact of its
proposals on the wider environment.

1.3.4.

Under its licence WPD is required, when requested, to provide
connections for new customers, including electricity generators such as
wind farm developers.

1.4.

Western Power Distribution’s commitment to engagement and
consultation

1.4.1. Western Power Distribution Ltd and its project team make the following
commitments to engagement and consultation:
 We will be open and transparent in our engagement with the local

community and key stakeholders
 We will make information available in a range of formats
 We will make all public materials and summaries of technical

documents available in both Welsh and English
 We will liaise with Carmarthenshire County Council, community

councils and representatives of hard-to-reach groups to identify any
potential individuals or groups that might be affected by the proposals
but might not engage and for whom special effort will be required
 Each of the three stages of the consultation will last for a minimum of

28 days
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 We will publicise the consultation events at least seven days in

advance
 We will record, respond to where appropriate, and report on all

material issues raised during the consultation process
 We will continue to engage with the local community, local authorities

and other key stakeholders regardless of the formal defined periods of
consultation
 We will review the arrangements for consultation throughout the

process and assess their effectiveness on a regular basis
 We will remain open to suggestions as to how best to communicate

with the local community throughout the consultation process.
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2. Introduction to the project
2.1.

Project need

2.1.1. Under its obligation to connect new power generation to the distribution
network, in February 2011 WPD made new connection offers to two wind
farm developers, RWE npower renewables (RWE) and Renewable
Energy Systems (RES), for three proposed wind farms in and around
Brechfa Forest, to the north of Carmarthen in South Wales. The three
wind farms have a combined capacity of up to 175 megawatts (MW).
They are:
Wind farm
Brechfa West
Brechfa East
Bryn Llywelyn

Number of turbines

Megawatts (Max)

Developer

28
12
21

84 MW
36 MW
55 MW

RWE
RWE
RES

2.1.2. Following the applications, WPD carried out a review of the engineering
options available to connect the proposed wind farms to the existing
WPD electricity distribution network, and to identify the preferred option
for the connection that would be taken forward.
2.1.3. The system studies identified the voltage should be 132,000 volt (132kV)
as this is the most efficient at carrying large amounts of generated
electricity over distance.
2.1.4. In order to comply with its regulatory obligation to provide the most cost
effective new connection to the proposed wind farms, WPD determined,
in conjunction with the wind farm developers, that the new connection
should be constructed as a single circuit 132kV overhead line using
wooden poles.

2.2.

Strategic options and corridor development

2.2.1. To determine connection options for the proposed wind farms, WPD
carried out an extensive technical constraints review of existing and
planned infrastructure. This identified that there are existing overhead
line circuits that run from Llandyfaelog to Swansea North Substation,
which can be used for part of the connection route.
2.2.2. Following the identification of a connection point at Llandyfaelog, WPD’s
environmental consultants, RSK, agreed with Carmarthenshire County
Council and other statutory consultees representing environmental
interests, a defined study area and a proposed method to map areas of
specific environmental interest known as primary environmental
constraints. Using the agreed methodology and avoiding these areas,
5
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route corridor options were identified to connect the three proposed wind
farms.

2.3.

Strategic Optioneering Report

2.3.1. The Strategic Optioneering Report explains in detail the need case for
the connection and the technical and engineering methodology applied to
select the potential connection point to the electricity distribution network
near Llandyfaelog.

2.4.

Project development next stages

2.4.1. Following the selection of preferred corridors to connect the proposed
wind farms to the connection point near Llandyfaelog, WPD will identify
potential routes within these corridors where they could build an
overhead line. In early 2014 WPD will carry out the second stage of
consultation on these potential routes. Based on the feedback received,
WPD will select a preferred route and in September 2014 carry out
formal consultation on this preferred route as this is the route it will
submit as its application for a Development Consent Order.
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3. Stage 1 Consultation
3.1.

Overview

3.1.1.

The Planning Act 2008 defines overhead line projects at 132kV and
above to be Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIP) which
require an application to be made for a Development Consent Order
(DCO). It also places a duty on WPD to undertake consultation before
an application for a DCO is submitted.

3.1.2. Before the Planning Inspectorate will accept an application on behalf of
the Secretary of State, it must be satisfied that WPD has conducted
adequate pre-application consultation. The pre-application consultation
will also be important in relation to the examination process after the
application has been accepted.

3.2.

Early stakeholder engagement

3.2.1. WPD and the project team have engaged with various stakeholders with
responsibility for environmental and planning matters since the start of
the project in early 2012. These stakeholders included officers from
Carmarthenshire County Council and members of Natural Resources
Wales (NRW) (formerly the Countryside Council for Wales, Environment
Agency Wales and Forestry Commission Wales).
3.2.2.

The purpose of this early engagement was to agree a methodology for
selecting corridor options and to explain the results of this selection work.
The details of Stage 1 Consultation were also discussed with them.

3.3.

Developing the consultation strategy

3.3.1. The consultation strategy has been developed on advice received from
the Planning Inspectorate (PINS), WPD’s legal advisors and on the
updated pre-application process guidance produced by the Department
for Communities and Local Government in January 2013. Detailed
community and stakeholder research have helped to shape the strategy,
together with information and guidance received from Carmarthenshire
County Council.
3.3.2. The consultation strategy is based upon the principles of the Planning
Act 2008 for NSIPs and current Government guidance. Its purpose is to:
 Involve local authorities, communities and statutory consultees early
in the proposal development to bring about benefits for all parties
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 Raise awareness and build understanding of the proposals among
people living in the vicinity, or those potentially affected by wider
effects
 Allow people potentially affected by the proposals to provide
feedback as they develop, so that their views can influence the
decision making process and the final application
 Obtain important information about the economic, social and
environmental impacts of a scheme from consultees to rule out
unsuitable options and to consider mitigating measures before the
application is submitted
 Communicate with clarity of intent to enable those being consulted to
understand what can be influenced and why
 Communicate the need for and explain the procedure for agreeing
access and rights over land or acquiring such rights over land for the
connection
 Communicate proportionately to the scale of the proposal
 Encourage structured discussion and debate, embracing
constructive ideas and suggestions and generating demonstrable
evidence of a responsive process
 Give feedback to those affected by the proposal as to how their
comments have shaped the proposal
 Build lasting, positive relationships in which points of agreement and
difference are clearly demonstrated.
3.3.3. The purpose of the strategy was to help answer the following questions:
 Why are we consulting?
 What do we want to know?
 What are the criteria for consulting with specific communities, groups
and individuals?
 What aspects of the proposals can they influence?
 What methods will we use to enable them to contribute, and for us to
capture feedback and produce evidence of how they have influenced
the proposals?
 What measures have we taken to ensure that consultation is
conducted in a way that is inclusive of people from hard-to-reach
and/or marginalised groups?
3.3.4. Our consultation strategy involves a multi-stage process comprising two
stages of informal consultation and one stage of statutory consultation
(with section 42 and 47 consultees as identified in the Planning Act 2008)
8
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in accordance with the Department for Communities and Local
Government (DCLG) guidance.
3.3.5. During stage one (24 June 2013 to 27 September 2013), we engaged
with MPs, AMs, RAMs, local authority members, local authority planning
department officers, community councils, specialist statutory consultees
and with local amenity user groups to gather information to help inform
the selection of a preferred route corridor or corridors to connect the wind
farms to the electricity network. We also consulted with statutory bodies
on early stage preliminary environmental information (PEI) gathered by
RSK for feedback and comment.
3.3.6. The second stage of informal engagement will commence in early 2014
and will be with all the consultees involved in the first stage plus
members of the public, residents, businesses, landowners and those with
an interest in the land (described as Persons with an Interest in the Land
or PILs in the Planning Act 2008) to gather feedback on the proposed
route alignments to connect the wind farms to the electricity network.
The PEI gathered for the route alignment options will also be presented
and comments and feedback sought from statutory consultees on its
content.
3.3.7. The final stage of the pre-application consultation process will be
statutory consultation on the proposed application (which may include
more than one connection to take into account all of the identified wind
farm combinations) and on the draft Environmental Statement (ES).
Statutory consultation will be in accordance with Sections 42, 47 and 48
of the Planning Act 2008. A detailed programme of activity for this stage
will be described in a Statement of Community Consultation (SOCC)
which will be developed in conjunction with, and reviewed by,
Carmarthenshire County Council.

3.4.
3.4.1.

Who did Western Power Distribution consult with?
As part of the first stage of consultation WPD consulted with the
following:
 Three Members of Parliament
 Three Assembly Members
 Four Regional Assembly Members
 19 local authority members
 The local planning authority
 19 community councils
 53 specialist statutory consultees
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 23 local amenity user groups.

The details of these consultees can be found in Appendix B.

3.5.

How did Western Power Distribution consult?

3.5.1. Stage 1 Consultation was carried out over a fourteen-week period running
from 24 June 2013 to 27 September 2013. The following consultation and
communication methods were used to engage with stakeholders:
 Briefings for MPs, AMs and RAMs
 Briefings and site visits for Carmarthenshire county councillors
 Deliberative workshops with affected community councils and

interest groups
 Attendance at community council meetings, by invitation only
 Correspondence with statutory consultees.

3.5.2. The dates of and attendees at these events can be found in Appendix C.
3.5.3. In addition, the information gathered at the deliberative workshops and the
respective maps can be found in Appendix D and E.

3.6.

Close of consultation

3.6.1.

The consultation period for Stage 1 closed on Friday, 27 September 2013.

3.6.2.

All responses received were acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database. Detailed analysis of the responses was carried out.
Along with other technical, environmental, social and economic
information, all relevant responses received have been used to help
determine which route corridor options should be taken forward to the
route alignment stage.
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4.

Process for management of responses
4.1.

Introduction

4.1.1. This chapter outlines how responses were received and processed in
preparation for analysis during the consultation period using a specialist
company, Dialogue by Design (DbyD).

4.2.

Mechanisms for feedback

4.2.1.

During stage one, MPs, AMs, RAMs, local authority members, local
authority planning department officers, community councils, specialist
statutory consultees and local amenity user groups were encouraged to
provide relevant information and formal written feedback about the route
corridor options.

4.2.2.

At this early stage of the process, members of the public wishing to
contribute to the process were encouraged to provide their feedback to
their community council, so that it could form part of the formal response
submitted by the respective community council. If anyone wanted to
provide comment directly on the route corridor options, they were able to
do so in writing by using the project email address and the freepost
address, both of which were available on the WPD website and were
provided in the project literature.

4.2.3.

In addition to responses received via the project email and freepost
addresses, three responses were forwarded by the WPD complaints
department as the letters raised issues relating to the consultation.

4.2.3.

There was also a dedicated 0800 Freephone information line available
throughout this stage, although its function was not intended to receive
formal feedback.

4.2.4.

All external facing materials were supplied in both Welsh and English
apart from the extensive technical and planning related documents.
Executive summary versions of these documents were made available
and translated into Welsh.

4.3.

Processing responses and correspondence

4.3.1

All responses were transferred securely to DbyD. For reporting
purposes, all of the responses were individually logged, transcribed and
entered into the DbyD analysis system and assigned a unique reference
number. Welsh language responses were translated and entered in
English into the analysis system. Responses which did not raise issues
in relation to the consultation were categorised as a null response and
11
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not included in the analysis. A total of 260 records were categorised in
this way. Null responses included:
 General enquiries
 Duplicate submissions
 Workshop and meeting correspondence.

4.3.2

No anonymous responses were received.

4.4.

Quality assurance: processing responses

4.4.1.

The quality of the transcription process was controlled by a transcription
supervisor who reviewed a percentage of the transcriptions and indicated
their quality using a comprehensive scoring system. In cases where a
significant error was detected, the supervisor reviewed a further
percentage of the team member’s work, up to a maximum of three such
errors, after which 100% of their work was reviewed fully.
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5.

Overview of responses to Stage 1 Consultation
5.1.

Responses received

5.1.1. During the fourteen-week consultation period of Stage 1, a total of 87
responses were received. In some cases more than one response from
an individual or organisation was recorded and in other cases some
consultees chose to submit a joint response.

5.2.

Response types

5.2.1. Responses to the consultation were received in both Welsh and English.
The table below describes the breakdown of these response types.

5.3.

Response type

Count

Letters and emails - English
Letters and emails - Welsh
Total

84
3
87

Responses by stakeholder type

5.3.1. In order to assist WPD in considering the responses to the consultation
period and to comply with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses
were categorised according to the status of the stakeholder within the
planning process.
5.3.2. The table below summarises the total responses received by WPD from
statutory consultees, non-statutory consultees, local amenity user groups
and the public during the Stage 1 Consultation.
Stakeholder type

Count

Statutory consultees
Local authority officers
Elected representatives
(MPs, AMs and local authority members)
O Community councils
Local amenity user groups
Members of the public
Other organisations
Total

29
2
9
14
11
20
2
87

5.3.3. Organisations and elected representatives who responded are listed in
chapter 6.
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5.4.

Responses received following 27 September 2013

5.4.1. Stage 1 Consultation closed on 27 September 2013. Responses to the
consultation were accepted up until midnight on 2 October 2013 to allow
for late delivery. No responses were received after 2 October 2013,
therefore all responses have been included in the analysis.

5.5.

Process for analysing responses

5.5.1. DbyD’s approach was to organise and analyse what was said in the
responses to the consultation and then report on this in a way that
enabled the issues raised to be easily understood. There are three
distinct phases to this analysis process, which are explained below.

5.6.

Development of an analytical framework

5.6.1. In order to analyse the consultation responses, including the variety of
issues raised and views expressed, an analytical framework was created.
The purpose of this framework was to enable DbyD’s analysts to
organise responses by key themes and issues, so that both key
messages and specific points of detail could be captured, reported and
considered by WPD in developing its proposals for the project.
5.6.2. The process for developing this framework involved DbyD working with
WPD and the wider project team to prepare and agree an initial list of
anticipated themes and sub-themes. Codes were allocated to each
theme and sub-theme and, as the analysts reviewed the responses,
every point, issue or concern was identified, recorded and coded.
5.6.3. These themes are shown in the table below and form the basic structure
of this report:
Theme
Consultation and
information (CI)

Description



Costs (CST)





Comments on the consultation process, current and
future
Requests for more information about the proposed
connection
Comments regarding the associated costs of the
various strategic options and technologies more
generally, including suggestions and concerns
Comments about how much should be spent (e.g.
“cost should be of no concern relative to the
environment”, “WPD should pick the cheapest
option”)
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Engineering, design and
construction (ED)





Comments about the viability of different technology
options, infrastructure, etc
Comments about the wider network, the resilience
of the options, etc
Comments about the construction process and
access to land

Environment (E)



All comments about the natural and historic
environment, including designated sites such as
National Parks

Health, safety and
security (HSS)



Health and physical safety concerns (e.g. accident
risk, concerns regarding EMFs)

Location specific (L)



Comments on particular towns, villages and places
of interest

Policy, principles and
project case (PPC)





WPD policy (e.g. principles of connection design)
National policy issues, including energy generation
Project need case

References (R)



To other documents or sources of information etc

Routeing and design
(RD)



Comments about the route of electricity connection,
both general principles and specifics

Socio-economic (SE)



Comments about potential impacts on local
economic activity and other human factors

Other (O)



Other topics respondents may raise.

5.6.4. In addition to the above themes which capture general comments
regarding the overall proposals, corridor specific themes were used to
capture issues in relation to specific corridors.
5.6.5. The DbyD analysis team reviewed the responses within these themes
and formulated a set of codes which were intended to capture specific
issues or comments. An additional theme captured comments on
particular locations. A total of 240 codes were identified, of which 52
refer to specific locations within the corridors.

5.7.

Implementation of the analysis framework

5.7.1. Each response to the consultation was systematically coded by the DbyD
analysis team. The process of analysis involved the allocation of the
relevant sentence or paragraph in each response to the codes described
15
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above and the recording of this allocation in the DbyD analysis database.
A single response could be allocated to multiple codes to reflect the
different issues raised in that response.

5.8.

Reporting

5.8.1. When the process of collating responses was complete, two reports were
produced by DbyD, a summary report of the issues raised and a data
report showing the comments and codes applied.
5.8.2. The summary report provides an overview of the issues raised,
describing in detail the themes identified and the codes applied to the
responses to the consultation. The summary report is contained within
chapters 6 and 7 of this document and the issues are grouped by topic.
This helps to illustrate which issues have been raised by either ‘many’ or
just ‘a few’ respondents.
5.8.3. The data report contains all the comments made by respondents and
shows the coding applied to each issue raised. WPD’s responses to the
comments made are contained in chapter 8 of this document.
5.8.4. Wherever quotes from respondents are shown they are written verbatim,
but any obvious spelling and grammatical errors have been corrected to
make them easier to read. Where quotes are used they have only been
selected because they broadly represent the points being discussed.

5.9.

Quality assurance: analysis and reporting

5.9.1. At the collation and analysis stage, DbyD carried out a number of quality
assurance procedures. The analysis team held regular team meetings to
discuss the process and compare working notes to ensure a consistent
and accurate approach was taken by each analyst. Senior analysts
reviewed the coding regularly to ensure consistent application of the
themes and codes. The coding framework itself was regularly reviewed
throughout the analysis period with expert input from the WPD project
team and the DbyD analysis team.
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6.

Responses from consultees
6.1.

Introduction

6.1.1.

This chapter presents responses from statutory consultees, nonstatutory bodies, businesses which are considered statutory
undertakers and elected representatives, and summarises the issues
they raised in those responses.

6.1.2.

In line with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were
categorised by the status of the stakeholder according to the Planning
Act 2008.

6.1.3.

Responses from members of the public and small businesses are
summarised in chapter 7.

6.1.4.

A total of 67 responses were received from the 49 stakeholders
identified below. In some cases more than one response from an
individual or organisation was recorded and in other cases some
consultees chose to submit a joint response.

6.1.5.

Responses were received from the following organisations:
Statutory consultees
 Arriva Trains Wales
 Brecon Beacons National Park Authority
 City and County of Swansea, Directorate of Place
 Civil Aviation Authority
 Dyfed Archaeological Trust
 GTC/ENVOY
 GTC Engineering
 Mid and West Wales Fire and Rescue Service
 Ministry of Defence, Defence Infrastructure Organisation
 National Grid
 Natural Resources Wales
 Ofcom
 Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority
 Public Health England, CRCE/NSIP Consultations (responded on
behalf of Hywel Dda Health Board)
 Coal Authority
 Met Office
 Wales and West Utilities
 Welsh Government, Transport Division
 Welsh Language Commissioner, Advice and Communications
Directorate
 Welsh Water, Telecommunications Assets
 Welsh Water, Developer Services.
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Local authority officers
 Carmarthenshire County Council planning officers
 Carmarthenshire County Council, Transport and Engineering
Division.
Elected representatives (MPs, AMs and local authority members)
 Jonathan Edwards MP – Carmarthen East and Dinefwr Constituency
 Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM – Carmarthen East and Dinefwr
Constituency
 Rebecca Evans RAM – Mid and West Wales
 Simon Thomas AM – Mid and West Wales
 Cllr Linda Davies Evans – Carmarthenshire County Council
(Llanfihangel ar Arth)
 Cllr Cefin A Campbell – Carmarthenshire County Council
(Llanfihangel Aberbythych)
 Cllr Peter Hughes-Griffiths – Carmarthenshire County Council
(Carmarthen Town North)
 Cllr Pamela A Palmer – Carmarthenshire County Council (Abergwili)
 Cllr Alan D T Speake – Carmarthen Town Council (West Ward)
 Cllr L Mair Stephens – Carmarthen County Council (St. Ishmael).
Community councils
 Abergwili Community Council
 Bronwydd Community Council
 Carmarthen Town Council
 Llanarthne Community Council
 Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council
 Llangain Community Council
 Llangunnor Community Council
 Llanllawddog Community Council
 Llanllwni Community Council.
Local amenity user groups
 Carmarthenshire Riders
 Cognation
 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Parochial Church Council, St. Michael's
Church
 Teifi Valley Tourism Association
 British Horse Society Cymru.
Other organisations
 Mainline Pipelines Limited
 Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB), North Wales
Office.
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6.2.

Strategic Options

6.2.1.

A large number of stakeholder responses including one from
Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council, representing 17 other
community and town councils, stated their preference was for the entire
connection to be put underground, regardless of the route taken, often
for environmental and socio-economic reasons. Similarly, many
respondents expressed their opposition to pylons, wooden poles and
overhead lines for the same reasons.

6.2.2.

"Underground cabling is vital if the project is to secure the support of
local communities." Llanllwni Community Council.

6.2.3.

Carmarthenshire County Council noted in its response that the two
additional corridors they proposed to WPD have been evaluated in the
report and dismissed from the final corridor options.

6.2.4.

The neighbouring local authority of City and County of Swansea noted
the only work being carried out in their area to be limited to work within
the existing WPD substation, and they expected that this work would be
considered permitted development under the Town and Country
Planning Act General Development Order.

6.2.5.

Mid and West Wales Fire and Rescue, Wales and West Utilities, the
Ministry of Defence, Arriva Trains and Welsh Water noted in their
responses that they have no objections or concerns with the proposals.
Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority noted that due to the
distance and nature of the connection they would not raise comments
on the connection options. Carmarthenshire County Council expressed
the view that the approach taken in selecting the corridors is acceptable
and that the corridors exclude areas identified as of the highest
environmental and social sensitivity.

6.3.

Routeing and design

6.3.1.

Only Carmarthenshire Riders Group commented on the routeing and
design, expressing their support for the use or upgrade of existing
transmission infrastructure to make the grid connection.

6.4.

Engineering, design and construction

6.4.1.

Comments regarding engineering, design and construction were mainly
related to how the proposal might affect existing infrastructure owned
by other operators. These stakeholders often pointed to policies and
procedures that are applicable when work is carried out close to other
infrastructure and related mostly to safety and access. In particular,
19
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National Grid asked that any impact on its infrastructure be included in
subsequent reports including the Environmental Statement. Other
comments relating to access were made by Mid and West Wales Fire
and Rescue Service, asking WPD to consider access for emergency
vehicles around key areas during the construction phase. Jonathan
Edwards MP and Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM were concerned by reports
from constituents of forceful access to land and asked WPD to
investigate this matter.
6.4.2.

A few stakeholders commented on the design of the overhead line
connection, specifically the wooden poles. Carmarthenshire County
Council suggested the infrastructure design should be discussed with
the Design Commission for Wales. Brecon Beacons National Park
Authority noted the use of wooden poles and expressed their
satisfaction that the proposal would have a minimal impact on the
special qualities of the Park. Another respondent echoed the concerns
of members of the public that the wooden poles may be upgraded to
pylons at a future date.

6.4.3.

Traffic and transport impacts were the focus of responses from the
Welsh Government Transport Division and Carmarthenshire County
Council Transport and Engineering Division, who referred to specific
procedures that should be followed by WPD. In addition, the Welsh
Government Transport Division advised that any potential Abnormal
Indivisible Loads likely to use trunk roads will require pre-approval, and
any associated road closures or annual events will require road space
to be booked in advance and coordinated with the South Wales Trunk
Road Agent.

6.4.4.

Rebecca Evans RAM raised the concerns of her constituents that the
development may cause severe traffic disruption and that there is
potential for damage to residents’ homes.

6.5.

Environment

6.5.1.

The impact of the development on the visual landscape of the area was
a significant concern to a number of stakeholders, particularly within
designated areas such as the Towy Valley Special Landscape Area.
Furthermore, others suggested landscape impacts were an important
consideration regardless of whether or not an area is designated as an
AONB. Whilst Natural Resources Wales expressed concern for the
landscape impact, they also noted that the landscape and visual impact
assessment methodology is in accordance with best practice and will
form a key consideration in identifying a preferred corridor.

6.5.2.

"Erecting these pylons would irreversibly destroy the area's splendid
views." Llanllwni Community Council.
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6.5.3.

For many of these respondents, the cumulative impact of energy
infrastructure in the area is too great, with reference given to the wind
farm developments and existing overhead lines. Some respondents
highlighted Pencader as an area particularly affected by this, whilst
another highlighted Llangain. Brecon Beacons National Park Authority
pointed to Planning Policy Wales in relation to the Sandford Principle.
They proposed that whilst greater weight should be given to conserving
and enhancing the natural environment where there is a conflict
between statutory principles, this should be balanced against the need
to meet the Welsh Government's renewable energy aspirations. They
also noted that the sensitivity of the Brecon Beacons’ landscape has
been taken into account by WPD in considering the route corridors and
using wooden pole design. They stated that they are satisfied that the
proposal would have a limited effect on the National Park.

6.5.4.

For some stakeholders, undergrounding was seen as the only way to
ensure the connection has the least possible environmental effect, with
some referring specifically to the visual impact, and the potential impact
on wildlife and protected species should wooden poles be constructed.

6.5.5.

"The only option to minimise the scheme's environmental impact is to
ensure that all cabling is underground." Cllr Linda Davies Evans.

6.5.6.

Some stakeholders pointed to other projects which they believed set a
precedent for undergrounding connections in order to minimise the
scheme’s environmental impact. Jonathan Edwards MP and Rhodri
Glyn Thomas AM referred to the Llyn Brianne Hydro Scheme and
suggested that if WPD agree to put the cables underground, they would
demonstrate they are working with the local community. Simon
Thomas AM referred to the National Grid Mid Wales project in relation
to proposals for undergrounding.

6.5.7.

"Similar projects in other areas of the United Kingdom have had their
cables placed underground; therefore we feel that this area should be
subject to the same procedure." Llanfihangel ar Arth Community
Council.

6.5.8.

Conversely, the RSPB highlighted what is sees as the environmental
impacts of underground routes, specifically that the construction
process can damage natural habitat and lead to the displacement of
birds. It also highlighted the impact of overhead lines on birds arising
from potential collision, disruption due to construction and increased
predation due to additional predator vantage points. It suggested that
both methods should be considered on a case by case basis to
minimise the impact on birds and the environment.
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6.5.9.

A number of stakeholders raised points in relation to designated sites
and species of conservation concern, asking WPD to demonstrate that
habitats face no significant impact in specific areas. Particular wildlife
populations raised as a concern include breeding curlews and
lapwings, birds occupying and flying through the Towy Valley, including
an important population of tree sparrows on the flood plain, and little
ringed plovers, sand martins and otters in the River Towy’s SSSI and
SAC. It was also noted that many of these species are Red listed in
Wales and NERC 42 species. Natural Resources Wales raised
concern that WPD will be deciding the preferred route before wintering
bird surveys are complete, arguing that provisional figures should not
be relied upon. It suggested that the final corridor chosen should be
reviewed against wintering bird survey results and if significant changes
are found then mitigation provided. The RSPB suggested that
mitigation methods such as time-related restrictions and sympathetic
land management techniques are applied during construction.

6.5.10.

The Glastir agri-environmental scheme was mentioned specifically in
relation to creating and managing habitat for ground nesting birds. The
RSPB stated that if these areas would be within 400 metres of
structures and overhead lines, then mitigation and compensation must
be applied, such as relocation of these habitats.

6.5.11.

Some stakeholders raised specific concerns regarding water courses,
whereas Natural Resources Wales stated its satisfaction that the main
issues relating to watercourses have been identified in the route
corridor selection process. Carmarthenshire County Council
highlighted an area of wet common land to the south east of Graig
woodland and adjacent to Brechfa forest, noting that this area also
contains peatland and should be avoided. Jonathan Edwards MP and
Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM pointed out that some residents are
dependent on spring water and raised concern that construction could
contaminate this source. The RSPB suggested that the environmental
effects of the proposals may be widespread where the development
interferes with hydrological patterns or flows in wetlands or peatlands.

6.5.12.

Other issues raised by stakeholders included general concern for the
impact upon dormice, woodland and mature trees. With regard to
woodland, Natural Resources Wales pointed out that compensatory
areas of new planting need not be in the local vicinity but must be
within Wales and established within 25 years. The RSPB highlighted
the potential to enhance biodiversity for riparian and woodland wildlife
and farmland birds, pointing to The Carmarthenshire Tree Sparrow
Project and The Mid Wales Red Squirrel Project as well as planning
policy documents which advocate enhancement. A few stakeholders
made comments on the environmental assessment methodology used
by WPD. Natural Resources Wales noted that it is satisfied that a
comprehensive list of environmental constraints has been identified and
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that these are currently being checked for accuracy. Public Health
England expressed its view that the assessment undertaken to inform
the Environmental Statement needs to be proportional to the potential
impact, and that where it is determined that detailed assessment is not
necessary, the rationale for this is fully explained and justified.
6.5.13.

The potential impact of the proposal on cultural heritage was a concern
to some stakeholders, particularly the impact on sites of historic and
archaeological interest within Carmarthen Town and the Towy Valley,
as well as churches, historic parks and gardens.

6.5.14.

"In terms of the impact upon listed structures the Council will be keen
for the final grid route to avoid being sited too close to listed structures
and conservation areas as much as possible. The scale of the
infrastructure proposed needs to respect the special setting of listed
structures and conservation area, as well as registered parks and
gardens." Carmarthenshire County Council.

6.5.15.

Dyfed Archaeological Trust put forward the possibility that the
proposals may have more than a local impact on the registered historic
landscape, suggesting that further assessment of the historic
landscape may be required. They suggested that WPD undertakes
desk based research to ensure it understands all aspects of the historic
environment and it considers reasonable mitigation in determining the
final corridor.

6.6.

Socio-economic

6.6.1.

A large number of stakeholders made comments on the potential socioeconomic impacts of the proposals upon local communities and
landowners. The most common concern was that the visual impact of
the connection and the cumulative impact with existing overhead lines
would be detrimental to tourism and the local economy. Some
participants highlighted the extent to which the area is dependent on
tourism, with the potential impact on village shops and pubs being
noted as of particular concern. A number of stakeholders believed that
undergrounding the connection would mitigate these potential impacts.

6.6.2.

"In fact, all our members are very worried by the developments
proposed for Brechfa Forest, Llanllwni Mountain, and the wider area, as
tourists staying in the Teifi Valley regularly visit the whole area,
including the area that will be affected by the connection project." Teifi
Valley Tourism Association.

6.6.3.

Some stakeholders expressed concern about the proximity of the
connection to local communities. A few suggested that the connection
could have a negative impact on property values, with a specific
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mention for the cumulative impact of energy infrastructure around
Pencader.
6.6.4.

"The visual impact of overhead cables and pylons will be detrimental to
communities." Rebecca Evans RAM.

6.6.5.

Brecon Beacons National Park Authority pointed to Planning Policy
Wales, which requires that developers are sensitive to the proximity to
dwellings and where possible, they should minimise social and
economic impacts. Jonathan Edwards MP and Rhodri Glyn Thomas
AM raised the point that local residents have questioned the benefits of
the development to the local community and suggested that no positive
case has been presented.

6.6.6.

The potential impact on amenity and recreation was a concern to some
respondents, particularly disruption to and impact upon bridleways,
byways and rights of way. Carmarthenshire Riders Group noted that
Carmarthenshire has limited and fragmented bridleways, resulting in
the 22,000 horses with passports resident in the county often using
other public land to make connections, whilst Natural Resources Wales
highlighted mountain bike tracks and potential changes to these which
WPD should be aware of.

6.6.7.

"I would note that Burry Port and Pembrey is an important area for
horse riders who access the forestry and the beach." Carmarthenshire
Riders Group.

6.6.8.

Some stakeholders stated that where the grid connection crosses or is
in close proximity to footpaths, it could detract from amenity arising
from views of the landscape. They also raised concern that the corridor
options may impact upon promoted walks and viewpoints which
specifically offer 'amenity and scenic beauty' to users. Llanarthne
Community Council highlighted public footpaths in Capel Dewi.

6.7.

Health, safety and security

6.7.1.

There were a few comments made regarding health with some
highlighting potential health effects arising from the grid connection.
Two responses highlighted the potential impact of the connection on
the health of those living nearby, one of which suggests a lack of
research into the matter.

6.7.2.

"We do not believe enough research has been undertaken to consider
the health effects on people’s health when living next or near to overground electricity cables." Jonathan Edwards MP and Rhodri Glyn
Thomas AM.
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6.7.3.

Noise and vibration was a concern for one stakeholder who disagreed
with WPD's assessment that there would be no source of noise from
the operation of the transmission line and asked WPD to readdress this
issue. Furthermore, the potential health effects of low frequency noise
was highlighted.

6.7.4.

Other comments on health and safety suggested a physical and mental
health effect on local residents arising from wind farms, with particular
mention of flicker from the turbines which one respondent suggested
may be a hazard to road safety.

6.8.

Costs

6.8.1.

The majority of comments concerning costs were made in relation to
undergrounding. A number of respondents recognised the high cost of
undergrounding compared to an overhead connection. However,
stakeholders often argued that the need to protect the environment and
particularly sensitive or highly valued areas may outweigh the
additional cost of undergrounding the connection. Carmarthenshire
County Council gave the example of the Towy Valley as an area where
this may be the case. Similarly, some stakeholders also pointed out
that the cost of undergrounding would potentially be spread between
multiple wind farm developers.

6.8.2.

"I am particularly conscious of where the proposed overhead line
crosses sensitive and highly valued landscapes such as the Towy
Valley. In these areas, the need to protect environmental qualities may
outweigh the infrastructure costs associated with undergrounding."
Carmarthenshire County Council.

6.8.3.

A number of stakeholders challenged the cost of undergrounding
presented by WPD, in particular the claim that undergrounding would
be approximately ten times greater. Some stakeholders requested
more information on the comparative costs. Carmarthenshire County
Council suggested that the cost and viability of undergrounding be
revisited when WPD submits its Environmental Statement, with the
possibility of this being peer reviewed.

6.8.4.

Some stakeholders believed that the cost of undergrounding may prove
more favourable over the course of the connection's lifetime when
maintenance costs are included.

6.8.5.

Several stakeholders expressed concern that too much emphasis
would be placed on cost in the decision making process and suggested
that cost is not a sufficient reason for the connection to be made
overhead. One stakeholder highlighted a concern, which is also shared
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by the public that the only statutory obligation placed upon WPD is to
provide the cheapest option.
6.8.6.

"Funds should be made available for the best infrastructure, not the
most cost effective." Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council.

6.8.7.

National Grid suggested that should any work be required to divert its
infrastructure, relevant charges would apply.

6.9.

Policy, principles and project case

6.9.1.

A few comments were made in relation to planning policy. The most
common suggestion was that planning applications for the wind farms
and the transmission lines should be submitted together, as
stakeholders argued that this would allow communities to reflect on the
impact of the entire project as a whole.

6.9.2.

"Members of Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council are disappointed
that the Brechfa Forest West grid connection was not considered as
part of the original planning for wind farm development in this area."
Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council.

6.9.3.

Jonathan Edwards MP and Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM commented on
the level at which the final decision on the proposal is made,
suggesting that energy generating and transmission planning be
devolved to the National Assembly for Wales. They argued that this
would avoid the final decision being made by people without sufficient
knowledge of the communities affected. They also asked that more
weight is given to the views of elected representatives of
Carmarthenshire, given that Carmarthenshire County Council does not
have any statutory power in the decision making process. In addition to
this, they suggested that the interests of companies have been put
before those of the local community.

6.9.4.

"Constituents are very concerned that the criteria imposed on WPD
aims to defend the interests of large multi-national energy generating
companies rather than the interests of the local community." Jonathan
Edwards MP and Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM.

6.9.5.

Carmarthenshire County Council pointed out that as the
undergrounding of a 132kV line does not require consent under the
Planning Act 2008, undergrounding could lead to the "severance of the
'order of limits' of the development consent order" which could result in
two or more planning applications. They recommended that this is
highlighted at the early stages of consultations to avoid confusion at a
later date.
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6.9.6.

The Brecon Beacons National Park Authority noted that if the final
proposed connection crosses common land, separate applications may
need to be made under Section 16 and 38 of the Commons Act 2006
for the work and the provisions or land that is displaced.

6.9.7.

Whilst recognising opposition to the project in the local community, and
their desire for the connection to be placed underground, Llanfihangel
ar Arth Community Council acknowledged the need for the connection
to be made.

6.9.8.

Some stakeholders also made clear their opposition to the wind farm
developments and associated roads in their consultation response.

6.10.

Consultation and information

6.10.1.

Comments on the consultation focused on the extent to which
organisations and individuals were involved. A number of stakeholders
including the Teifi Valley Tourism Association, Llanfihangel Rhos y
Corn Graziers Association and the Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Parochial
Church believed that they should have been involved in the workshops
as well as other organisations, as they considered themselves to be
directly affected by the proposals.

6.10.2.

A number of stakeholders also expressed the view that the public
should have been involved at this stage of the consultation, with
suggestions that public meetings should have been held to inform
residents and discuss the proposals. Some stakeholders also
suggested that public opinion should be valued in the decision making
process, often referring to the level of opposition to the project within
local communities. Llanllawddog Community Council noted that their
suggestion of a condensed evening event for those unable to attend
the workshops during the day was not taken up. One stakeholder
welcomed the fact that the consultation period was extended, whilst
another suggested that more notice be given for workshops and
meetings.

6.10.3.

"As County Councillor representing the Llanfihangel ar Arth Electoral
Ward, I have been inundated by members of my constituency strongly
objecting to not being consulted upon during this first part of
consultation stage." Cllr Linda Davies Evans.

6.10.4.

Concern was also raised that stakeholders believe that the approach
taken by WPD has resulted in local communities feeling excluded from
the process. They felt that including the members of the public at
Stage 2 of the process would be too late to have any meaningful input.
One stakeholder commented that communication between WPD and
local residents is essential and suggested that a dedicated point of
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contact be appointed and that a protocol be developed clearly
identifying engagement activities with landowners and the community
over the coming months, as well as their rights to a land agent and
advice services.
6.10.5.

Some stakeholders referred to specific organisations which they
recommended to be included either at this stage or later stages,
including local horse riding groups, mountain bike clubs, fishing clubs
and those with fishing and hunting land rights. Other stakeholders
referred to specific policy documents which WPD will be obliged to
consider as part of the planning process and organisations and
individuals from whom WPD should seek advice.

6.10.6.

A few stakeholders provided comments on the consultation materials
supplied. The Teifi Valley Tourism Association referred to the maps as
misleading, whilst the Carmarthenshire Riders Group stated that the
maps provided did not display sufficient detail to allow them to provide
comment. The Welsh Language Commissioner Advice and
Communications Directorate expressed their gratitude at the provision
of bilingual documents and Natural Resources Wales suggested that
the information provided has been informative and easy to follow,
thanking WPD for its openness during the pre-submission period.

6.10.7.

"At this stage I have no clear indication of exactly what the prospective
routes are apart from what may now be a very misleading map
produced as part of the Brechfa Forest West wind farm planning
application." Teifi Valley Tourism Association.

6.10.8.

A number of stakeholders requested more information in relation to the
project, most commonly on the details of the actual route. A few
stakeholders stated that they were unable to provide detailed
comments without the detailed route being made available.
Carmarthen Town Council asked for clarification on whether the
Corridor Options cover the town.

6.10.9.

"Members will await further information on the proposals, including
detailed maps of the proposed route and implications of both above
ground and underground cables, before discussing the matter further."
Carmarthen Town Council.

6.10.10. Other requests for information included the costs of overhead cables
and undergrounding, the future plans for the connection after the
decommissioning of the wind turbines and photographs demonstrating
the height and spacing of the wooden poles.
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6.11.

Route corridor specific themes

6.11.1.

Two stakeholders made comments regarding specific corridor options.
Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Parochial Church Council made comments
regarding the Gwernogle Corridor, whilst Natural Resources Wales
responded to each corridor in turn. Natural Resources Wales also
stated, for each corridor option, the potential impact on National and
Regional Trails, National Cycle Routes, promoted viewpoints, open
access land and public rights of way within three kilometres of the final
route.

6.12.

Southern Corridor

6.12.1.

Natural Resources Wales raised the potential impact upon the Towy
Valley Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest in Wales, specifically
in proximity to the potential connection point near Llandyfaelog. They
also highlighted existing overhead lines in this corridor and the potential
for conflict with the Holford Rules (Rule 6), regarding converging
routes.

6.13.

Towy Valley Crossing

6.13.1.

Natural Resources Wales highlighted the value and sensitivity of the
Towy Valley, noting designations comprising large tracks of Special
Landscape Areas, and recognising the significant cultural heritage
associated with this area. They noted that Crossing Option A will cross
the shortest extent of the Towy Valley; however, they were still of the
view that this option could lead to unacceptable impacts upon the
historic landscape and SLA.

6.14.

Western Corridor

6.14.1.

Natural Resources Wales highlighted the potential landscape impacts
of this corridor and noted the existing overhead lines, suggesting that
that corridor could conflict with Holford Rules (Rule 6), on converging
routes.

6.15.

East-West Corridor Overlap

6.15.1.

Natural Resources Wales stated that whilst the East-West Corridor
does not lie within the Cothi Valley SLA, the southern extent does fall
within the Towy Valley SLA, leading to potential landscape impacts.

29

Interim Consultation Report

6.16.

East Corridor

6.16.1.

Natural Resources Wales highlighted potential landscape impacts of
this corridor, noting that the principal impacts will be where the corridor
crosses the Cothi Valley SLA.

6.17.

Brechfa Corridor

6.17.1.

With regard to the Brechfa Corridor, Natural Resources Wales
expressed concern for the potential landscape impacts upon the Cothi
Valley SLA, noting that the corridor passes directly though it and
suggesting that this may give rise to unacceptable landscape effects.

6.18.

Gwernogle Corridor

6.18.1.

Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Parochial Church Council and Natural
Resources Wales both made comments regarding the Gwernogle
Corridor. They both highlighted the potential landscape impacts, with
Natural Resources Wales noting the potential impacts upon the
Llanllwni Mountain SLA. Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Parochial Church
Council specifically asked that this corridor is not taken forward, and if it
is that it should be underground. They raised concern over the
potential impacts on the historically significant Llanfihangel Rhos Y
Corn Church, believing that the scale of the wooden poles and
overhead line would be a visual intrusion on the landscape.
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7. Responses from members of the public
7.1.

Introduction

7.1.1.

This chapter summarises the views expressed in 20 responses
received from members of the public.

7.2.

Strategic options

7.2.1.

The majority of respondents who commented on the strategic options
explicitly opposed the use of overhead pylons and made clear their
support for undergrounding regardless of the corridor chosen. One
person made specific reference to a public meeting at which 100 per
cent of local residents voted against an overhead grid connection:

7.2.2.

"On the 16 of September [2013] there was a meeting in the village. 50
people in the affected area were expected to turn up, nearly 200 turned
up […] a vote was taken giving 100 per cent support against any idea
of an overhead grid connection." User 100021.

7.2.3.

Another respondent questioned the reasons for placing the connection
underground in only a small section of the route which includes the
least densely populated area, i.e. the forest, and not in other sections
where local communities are most likely to be affected.

7.2.4.

One member of the public suggested that an underground route would
be beneficial to all those concerned, and called for WPD
representatives to reassess the route corridor options and choose the
one that is the least disruptive.

7.3.

Engineering, design and construction

7.3.1.

A small number of comments were made in relation to the design and
engineering of the connection, with one respondent suggesting that
using wooden poles could help reduce visual impact and that steel
pylons should not be allowed, adding that the wooden poles should not
be upgraded to steel pylons in the future. Another respondent
suggested using or upgrading the existing overhead line from Rhos to
Carmarthen and to Llandyfaelog.

7.3.2.

The cumulative impact of wind farms and overhead lines was also
mentioned as a concern, with one respondent highlighting the
disruption already experienced by the people living next to the A485 as
a result of the construction of the Alltwalis Wind Farm.
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7.3.3.

Some members of the public also expressed concern about
unauthorised access by WPD representatives to private land, with one
respondent suggesting that access to properties would only be allowed
for maintenance work to existing infrastructure. A petition was received
from landowners stating that they will refuse permission for WPD to
enter or construct an overhead connection on their land.

7.4.

Environment

7.4.1.

A number of respondents expressed concerns about the potential
environmental impact of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project. Such
concerns were focused on the visual and landscape impact of
overhead pylons which, according to some, would damage the
countryside. The cumulative impact of the proposed overhead line and
the existing power infrastructure was also raised as a concern. Some
of these respondents suggested that undergrounding the connection
would mitigate visual impact on the countryside.

7.4.2.

One respondent supported the proposed use of wooden poles and
referred to specific evidence showing that these can help reduce visual
impact.

7.4.3.

A few respondents were concerned about the increasing
industrialisation and urbanisation of the rural landscape. One member
of the public highlighted specific locations such as Gwyddgrug, New Inn
and Alltwalis as being affected by this, while another focused on the
negative impact of industrialisation on the countryside.

7.4.4.

"It will be as if we will be living near an industrial development and not a
peaceful beautiful countryside as we can once remember." User
100041.

7.4.5.

One respondent mentioned the specific impact of overhead pylons on
watercourses and birdlife, using as an example the impact of pylons on
swan nesting sites. Another comment focused on the impact the
construction of Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm would have on mature
trees.

7.4.6.

"If you drive on the A485 between Carmarthen and Lampeter look at
the tree line along the way, especially between Alltwalis wind farm
entrance and Gwyddgrug village the row of mature beech trees, they
are a landmark. Some of these trees are under threat from Brechfa
Forest West wind farm construction." User 100041.

7.4.7.

Two respondents highlighted the impact of overhead lines on
designated or sensitive areas, making specific reference to sensitive
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habitats and woodlands included in the Glastir Woodland Management
Scheme.

7.5.
7.5.1.

Socio-economic
Comments on socio-economic issues focused almost entirely on the
cumulative impact of the connection with existing and planned wind
farms on local communities, with most respondents expressing concern
about the proximity to local towns and villages. A number of people
mentioned the three villages of Gwyddgrug, New Inn and Alltwalis
located beside the A485 as the ones likely to be impacted by both the
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm and the Alltwalis Wind Farm,
highlighting the cumulative impact with the grid connection.

7.5.2.

A few respondents expressed specific concern about the proximity of
the planned overhead line, arguing that 60 metres is too near to
people’s houses to build the line. One member of the public explicitly
criticised the different proximity policy for urban and rural properties,
suggesting that rural settlements have been handled in a discriminatory
manner.

7.5.3.

"It is also shocking to discover that it is your policy to keep any
overhead lines at least 100m away from urban properties, but only 60m
for any rural dwelling. This is nothing short of discrimination and
exploitation of the countryside. There is no rationale behind this
approach, and it should be the same distance for ANY property or
business, wherever they are situated." User 100045.

7.5.4.

Impacts on landowners and local businesses were also mentioned as a
concern by a few respondents, one of whom highlighted the potential
impact upon tourism. Another respondent noted the specific impact on
agricultural land, making specific reference to those landowners who,
under the European Single Payment Scheme, are required to keep
their land “in good agricultural and environmental condition”.

7.5.5.

Some respondents focused their comments on the potential impact on
property values, with some stating that their homes will become
worthless or unsalable due to their close proximity to both overhead
lines and wind turbines. One respondent specifically highlighted the
desire of residents to pass their homes on to their children and
suggested that the erection of overhead lines would make their homes
worthless and ‘destroy homes’.

7.5.6.

"[…] what concerns me is that so few people are aware of this threat to
their health and well-being, let alone making their hard earned value of
their properties becoming unsalable and worthless." User 100018.
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7.5.7.

One member of the public highlighted the potential impact of overhead
power lines on recreational activities such as flying model aircraft.

7.6.

Health, safety and security

7.6.1.

There were a few specific concerns about health, safety and security in
relation to the construction of the Brechfa Forest Connection.

7.6.2.

Some members of the public expressed concern about emotional
health impacts, including increased level of stress caused by the
disruption to family businesses. One respondent in particular
mentioned unauthorised access to private land by WPD
representatives as a potential cause of distress to family members.
The same respondent expressed concern about the potential damage
to animals’ health caused by the presence of unfamiliar individuals on
farm land during the cattle’s calving season.

7.6.3.

A few respondents raised concerns about the cumulative impact of
noise levels from both the existing and planned wind farms impacting
on people’s health. They were concerned that it could cause sleep
deprivation which would further damage the health of vulnerable groups
such as children or individuals suffering from high blood pressure.

7.6.4.

Some respondents were concerned about potential health impacts of
overhead lines, one of whom suggested that research had shown that
overhead power lines cause serious health problems.

7.7.

Costs

7.7.1.

Comments on cost focused mainly on the view that cost is being used
as an excuse by the wind farm developers, RWE and RES, for not
building the connection underground. Most respondents felt that
building the grid connection using only overhead lines on the basis of
cost alone was unfair for local communities as they are likely to
experience a cumulative impact of both the wind farms and the grid
connection. Some respondents referred to the level of profit made by
RWE and RES, suggesting that their profits should not be put before
the concerns of the local communities.

7.7.2.

One respondent referred specifically to the proposal to underground the
connection linking Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm to Brechfa Forest West
Wind Farm through the forest, suggesting that the additional cost of
undergrounding this section could potentially be used as future
justification for choosing an alternative overhead route.
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7.7.3.

Whilst acknowledging the increased cost associated with
undergrounding, most respondents stated that they would still prefer
the grid connection to be underground and argued that overhead
pylons should not be used.

7.7.4.

"Underground all the way and making sure that the route taken is the
least troublesome for all concerned. We know that the reason between
two methods of joining to the National Grid is the cost; overhead would
be cheaper than underground." User 100041.

7.7.5.

Some respondents suggested that other factors besides cost should be
taken into account when choosing the grid connection, pointing to the
potential impact of overhead lines on people’s health and homes, as
well as blight and visual impact.

7.7.6.

One respondent focused on the overall cost of the scheme, challenging
the figures quoted for overhead and underground options. The costeffectiveness of the project, in particular why WPD has proposed to
spend money on undergrounding only a short section of the route in the
Western Corridor, and not elsewhere was questioned.

7.7.7.

"It appears that there is an offer to spend ten times the amount of
money on the small section in the forest compared to elsewhere, based
on the published figures, which seems incongruous with reasoning
given in the documents and in the press about making this scheme cost
effective." User 100045.

7.7.8.

Another respondent also questioned the overall cost of the project,
suggesting that the work undertaken so far by WPD in surveying land
and visiting landowners has been inconsistent and could be deemed “a
waste of money” under Ofgem’s guidance, given the fact that no route
has been chosen yet. The same person suggested that the best way to
ensure value for money is to use the route through the forest, as this
would benefit all stakeholders involved in the project.
"If cost is the major factor in your considerations, then the route through
the forest would seem to offer the best 'value for money' option to the
operators of the wind farms and OFGEM." User 100045.

7.7.9.

7.8.

Policy, principles and project case

7.8.1.

Two respondents raised concern regarding the legality of the project,
one of whom criticised the UK Government for not allowing public
participation in the formulation of renewable energy policy, namely the
National Renewable Energy Action Plan, pointing to the Government’s
failure to comply with the United Nations Economic Commission for
Europe Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in
Decision-making and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters, also
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known as the Aarhus Convention. One respondent stated that the
legality of planning consent granted to energy companies is
questionable and asked whether it would therefore be legal to facilitate
this development.
7.8.2.

One respondent made specific reference to the Technical Advice Note
(TAN 8) on renewable energy which is believed to have been “rushed
through” the Welsh Assembly in 2005, and criticised it together with the
standard method used for wind turbine noise impact assessment, i.e.
Energy Technical Support Unit (ETSU), which the person described as
“a disputed and outdated form of noise measurement”.

7.8.3.

There were also a few responses expressing opposition to UK energy
policy, wind farms and the project case in general, with one respondent
suggesting that further wind farm development plans in the UK should
comply with international standards, following UN criticism of the UK
Government for not allowing the public to participate in the decision
making process.

7.8.4.

"Proper processes have not been followed. The UN judgment means
that any consent for further wind-farm developments in the UK is liable
to legal challenge, and it would be madness to continue considering the
merits of five of these developments bearing this in mind and a possible
grid connection." User 100021.

7.9.

Consultation and information

7.9.1.

Only one respondent expressed support for the consultation in general.
Other respondents expressed concerns about the lack of fairness and
inclusiveness of the overall consultation process. Most respondents
criticised the fact that members of the local community have not been
involved from an early stage in discussions regarding corridor options.

7.9.2.

"We are disappointed that no public meeting has been held to discuss
the corridor route with the general public. Surely we should have been
involved from the beginning." User 100041.

7.9.3.

Linked to these comments were those that expressed concern about
the limited amount of information available to the public, with one
respondent complaining about the lack of transparency and
communication between WPD, the local council and members of the
public.

7.9.4.

Many respondents were concerned about the local authority’s lack of
engagement with communities during the consultation period. Whilst
not discarding the consultation strategy as a whole, one respondent
highlighted the risks of relying on community councils communicating
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with local residents, suggesting that this could lead instead to
misinterpretation of information or too much dependency on local
authorities.
7.9.5.

“The consultation strategy implemented by Western Power may seem
like a good idea in principle, but in practice is open to interpretation and
is dependent on the local Community Council being engaged with local
residents.” User 100045.

7.9.6.

A number of respondents criticised the role of the community councils
in the consultation process and some suggested a lack of interest in the
project from local community councillors, pointing to their absence from
workshops arranged by WPD. Others highlighted their concern at a
lack of democratic accountability within the councils, whilst another
expressed concern that councillors may be profiting from the wind farm
developments. Respondents also suggested that very little feedback
has been made available to the public and as a consequence the
majority of local people feel disengaged from the consultation process.
Many respondents suggested that more open and fair discussions
involving members of the public are needed.

7.9.7.

"[…] we do not feel represented in the consultation process as the
process was rather closed and the wrong people invited in our area. It
is the locals that are going to be affected that need urgent consultation
not a Community Councillor who cannot answer any question." User
100029.

7.9.8.

Apart from concerns about the general lack of project information,
some respondents felt that the information materials that were made
available to the public following local pressure were not accessible
enough.

7.9.9.

Similarly, a few respondents questioned the accuracy of information on
route corridor options initially provided by WPD, with one respondent
explicitly criticising the way in which the public were consulted.

7.9.10.

"Firstly, the proposed route has been unfairly changed from the one
that was part of the consideration of whether to grant permission for
Brechfa Forest West. We appreciate that this is not necessarily all
Western Power’s deceit, but the fact that members of the public were
consulted on something that was so far removed from what the actual
options were was not only misleading but overtly corrupt." User
100045.

7.9.11.

Additionally, there were a small number of comments which included
requests for more information in relation to pole design, corridor
options, costs and statutory procedures.
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7.10.
7.10.1.

7.10.2.

Route corridor specific themes
There were only a small number of comments with reference to specific
route corridor options. The most common comment was that the three
villages located in the West Corridor, Gwyddgrug, Alltwalis and New
Inn, should be avoided by the connection. One respondent highlighted
the cumulative impact with existing and potential energy infrastructure
on these villages, making specific reference to the impact on the village
of Gwyddgrug.
"In general many villages along the A485 could also be adversely
affected by the possible construction of two other wind power stations
and in particular the village of Gwyddgrug with:
 the presence of Alltwalis Wind Power Station
 the arrival of Brechfa Forest West
 a pylon network
 the creation of a new access track for Brechfa Forest West Wind
Power Station" (User 100019.)

7.10.3.

Another respondent made reference to the habitats of dormice, bogbush crickets, marsh fritillary butterflies and scarlet tiger moths along
the West Corridor, and stressed the need for these to be protected
using the underground option through the forest linking the substations
at Bryn Llywelyn and Brechfa Forest West.

7.11.

Letters forwarded by Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council

7.11.1.

In addition to the direct responses received, two letters were forwarded
by Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council. These letters were
addressed directly to Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council and not
to the consultation. They have therefore not been treated as responses
to the consultation but as supporting evidence.

7.11.2.

The letters mainly raised objections to the project, criticising the
consultation process and highlighting the potential socio-economic
impacts of the proposals.

7.11.3.

The primary concern raised in the letters was that the connection would
have a negative impact on the livelihoods of local residents and would
adversely affect property values. They also highlighted the cumulative
impact of energy infrastructure in the area of New Inn and Gwyddgrug.
They raised concern about the potential impact on traffic during the

38

Interim Consultation Report

construction of the connection, as well as the potential health impacts
arising from sleep deprivation.
7.11.4.

The letters questioned the ability of the community councils to
accurately and effectively represent the views of the local community
and suggested that consultation should be wider and involve the public
at an earlier stage. They also criticised the way information has been
presented by WPD, suggesting the information regarding the corridor
options has been misleading.

7.11.5.

One letter suggested that the connection should be made underground;
however, the letter also highlighted the potential impact on local
amenity of an underground connection. The letters also proposed that
the application for the wind farms and the grid connection be submitted
together to avoid the uncertainty experienced by the local community.
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8. Western Power Distribution's response to the generic themes
raised during Stage 1 Consultation
8.1.

This chapter provides a response from WPD to the themes and issues
raised during the consultation by stakeholders and members of the
public. These issues have been summarised in chapters 6 and 7. The
comments received have been arranged by issue to enable a single
response by WPD where this is considered appropriate. With many
comments overlapping, the responses received have been separated
into issues which broadly reflect the codes assigned during the analysis
phase detailed in chapter 5; however, some have been grouped
together where they cover similar issues. It should be noted that whilst
WPD's response may refer to specific consultation responses, they are
highlighted to reflect views which may be shared by a number of
individuals and organisations. Responses seek to address the points
and questions raised rather than specific individuals or organisations
making them.

8.2.

The issues raised and responses to those issues have been set out
under the themes used in chapters 6 and 7, namely:
 Strategic options (8.3)
 Routeing and design (8.4)
 Engineering, design and construction (8.5)
 Environment (8.6)
 Socio-economic (8.7)
 Health, safety and security (8.8)
 Costs (8.9)
 Planning, principles and project case (8.10)
 Consultation and information (8.11)
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8.3 Strategic options
Issue raised
8.3.1 Alternative corridor options
One stakeholder noted that two
additional corridor options previously
suggested and referred to as a Northern
Corridor and West of Carmarthen
Corridor were evaluated and have been
dismissed by WPD.
8.3.2 Comment on substations
One stakeholder suggested that the work
within the City and County of Swansea
appears to be restricted to work within
the substation which would benefit from
being permitted under the under the
Town and Country (General Permitted
Development) Order.
8.3.3 The corridor selection process
One member of the public suggested
that presenting part of the West Corridor
as underground (through Brechfa
Forest) and the rest as overhead does
not provide an even choice. They also
suggest that the options were unfairly
changed from those that were part of the
application for Brechfa Forest West Wind
Farm.

WPD’s response
WPD looked at additional corridor alternatives at the request of the stakeholder and the rationale
for not taking either corridor alternative forward was explained within the Route Corridor Options
Report. The stakeholder has not requested that either of these corridors be re-considered.

WPD continues to investigate the requirement for work to the existing overhead line running from
Llandyfaelog to Swansea North Substation. Within the City and County of Swansea the work
required is within the existing substation boundary, which is classified as operational land. As
such the council is correct that such work would be classed as permitted development. Should
any work to the existing overhead line which runs through the council boundary be identified in the
future, the nature of the work will be communicated to the council. It is expected that work to the
existing overhead line circuits will come under WPD’s permitted development powers.
The element of the West Corridor necessary to connect the proposed Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm
Substation was subject to considerable environmental assessment by WPD. From the information
available at the time, it was concluded that only an underground option would be feasible within
Brechfa Forest due to the presence of the proposed Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. Identifying
suitable connection corridors within Brechfa Forest is extremely challenging from an engineering
and environmental perspective. WPD therefore considered it appropriate to identify this as an
option to be consulted upon.
The route alignment presented to the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm examination was solely
related to that NSIP application. The Brechfa Forest Connection is a separate NSIP application
and the project will provide connections from all three proposed wind farms to the electricity
distribution network. The legislation in Wales, under the Planning Act 2008, means that the grid
connection must be considered independently and for this DCO application WPD must consider
all possible route corridor and alignment options from the beginning.
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8.3.4 General opposition to poles and overhead lines
WPD is aware that there is both support and opposition to overhead lines but, in order to meet its
A number of responses from both
stakeholders and members of the public obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical and connection, it is WPD’s opinion
that the starting point for the project design should be to look to connect the proposed wind farms
expressed opposition to overhead lines
using 132kV overhead lines.
or wooden poles regardless of the
corridor options chosen.
WPD has now identified the preferred route corridors and is carrying out more detailed
environmental surveys to help decide on where the overhead lines could go. WPD may decide
that for socio-economic, environmental or technical reasons it may be justified to underground
certain parts of the connection as an alternative to overhead lines.
8.3.5 Specific opposition to poles and overhead lines
Pencader lies outside the selected West Corridor. WPD is currently carrying out additional
Members of the public expressed the
environmental and technical work to identify where the overhead line could go within the corridor
view that overhead lines should not be
and these alignment options will take into account the presence of settlements and individual
used within the vicinity of Pencader.
dwellings. Public consultation will be held on the route alignment options prior to the selection of
the preferred alignment.
8.3.6 General support for the project
WPD notes the support expressed within the response and will ensure that the consultation
One member of the public expressed
process, as set out within the Consultation Strategy, will continue to be followed through
support for the scheme and the
subsequent stages.
consultation.
8.3.7 Planning permission required for undergrounding
The undergrounding of sections of a 132kV line would not normally require consent under the
One stakeholder noted that
Planning Act 2008 and would normally be considered permitted development. Once the
undergrounding a 132kV line does not
alignments have been confirmed, WPD will discuss what consent is needed with the local
require planning consent under the
planning authorities and the Planning Inspectorate. The details of what consent is needed will be
Planning Act 2008 and that this could
made clear during the next stages of consultation.
result in a severance of the 'order of
limits' of the development consent order.
They stated that this could lead to two or WPD may decide that for socio-economic, environmental or technical reasons it may be justified
to underground certain parts of the connection as an alternative to overhead lines, but it will still
more planning applications and
only submit one DCO application which will cover the overhead elements and also any
suggested that this should be explained
underground elements where it is appropriate to include these within the DCO.
during future consultations to avoid
confusion.
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8.3.8 Undergrounding the whole route
Stakeholders and members of the public
expressed their preference that the
entire route should be underground.

WPD is obliged to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical connection and WPD will
therefore look to use overhead lines to make the connection.
While underground cables minimises visual impact, their construction does affect the environment.
For example, their construction can have a significant impact on sensitive and protected
ecological and cultural heritage areas, as well as restricting the use of land in the long term
including the planting of trees and hedges. Furthermore, the average cost for installing an
underground cable would be £986,000 per km in comparison to £150,000 per km for an overhead
line. Any decision to include sections of underground cable must therefore be proportionate and
justified.

WPD has now identified the preferred route corridors and is carrying out more detailed
environmental surveys to help decide where the overhead lines could go. WPD may decide that
for socio-economic, environmental or technical reasons it may be justified to underground certain
parts of the connection as an alternative to overhead lines.
8.3.9 Undergrounding through designated and sensitive areas
WPD has already carried out extensive environmental surveys within the study area and will
One stakeholder suggested that in
continue to do so to help identify alignments through the selected corridors. The presence of
particularly sensitive landscapes and
particularly sensitive landscapes and designated areas has been an influencing factor in the
designated areas the connection should
selection of the study area (avoiding the Brecon Beacons National Park), the corridor options and
be made underground.
in the choice of the preferred corridor. If for environmental reasons, such as sensitive landscapes
and designated areas, WPD feels it is justified to underground sections of the route, then these
options and the potential environmental effects arising from this choice will be consulted on at
Stage 2.
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8.4 Routeing and design
Issue raised
8.4.1 Upgrading existing infrastructure
Reponses from stakeholders and
members of the public suggested that
where possible WPD should upgrade
existing lines rather than build a new
one, with particular reference to the line
from Rhos to Carmarthen to
Llandyfaelog, and between Alltwalis and
Carmarthen.

WPD’s response
WPD has investigated the capacity of the existing network and associated infrastructure within the
study area to see if it could accommodate the electrical power generated by the three proposed
wind farms. The results of this investigation are set out within the Strategic Options Report which
was consulted on at Stage 1. The conclusions reached and communicated within that report are
that the existing infrastructure north of Llandyfaelog is incapable of being upgraded to
accommodate the requirements of the three schemes whilst at the same time fulfilling WPD’s
obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical connection.

8.5 Engineering, design and construction
Issue raised
8.5.1 Access
Some stakeholders and members of the
public raised concern regarding
unauthorised access to private land by
WPD. Other members of the public
stated that they will not allow WPD
access to their land for work outside
existing agreements. One stakeholder
also suggested that a compulsory
purchase order may cause a breach of
the conditions of the European Single
Payment Scheme.

WPD’s response
WPD takes the matter of unauthorised access to land very seriously and will never knowingly
enter privately owned land unless it has prior approval from the landowner or rights have been
conveyed to them through appropriate agreements.
WPD has not intentionally entered any private land in connection with this project without prior
approval. Whilst WPD does have a statutory right to access land, the company will always seek
to gain access by agreement with the landowner or tenant wherever possible.
The requirement for compulsory purchase orders would only occur in advance of constructing the
line (rather than be required for survey/site investigation).
Work undertaken by statutory undertakers should not result in reductions or exclusions from the
direct payments made under the European Single Payment Scheme.
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8.5.2 Disruption caused by construction
One member of the public noted the
potential disruption to local communities
caused by construction of the new line.

Some disruption associated with the construction of an overhead line is inevitable but the nature
of it will be unclear until WPD has developed its final proposals. The Environmental Statement,
which will be submitted as part of the application for consent, will include, for example, a traffic
management plan developed with the Highways Agency, local authority and the police. The aim
will be to minimise any potential impact to residents, businesses and communities.
8.5.3 Minimising the visual impact of overhead lines and wooden poles and the risk of upgrade to pylons
WPD agrees that for the purposes of this project, wooden poles are likely to be more sympathetic
Some stakeholders and members of the
to the character of the area than steel lattice towers, also known as pylons. It may be appropriate
public suggested the use of wooden
to use steel gantry structures, of a similar height to the wood poles, to assist spanning wide
poles would minimise the visual
valleys in the forested areas to reduce the level of tree cutting but this option is still being
landscape impacts of the connection.
examined by the project engineers.
Some expressed concern that these will
be upgraded to pylons in the future and
It is not WPD’s intention to upgrade any of the structures that may be consented as part of this
asked what statutory frameworks are in
application process in the future. Any such upgrade would require the appropriate consent and
place to prevent this.
under the current planning system this would involve a new Development Consent Order
application under the Planning Act 2008.
8.5.4 Construction near to existing lines and infrastructure
WPD identified the presence of existing infrastructure when it considered the appropriateness of
Some stakeholders pointed to existing
the corridor options. Additional information has been received from consultees during the Stage 1
infrastructure including overhead lines
Consultation process and this has been used to inform the selection of the preferred corridors and
and gas pipelines which the proposed
will be taken into account when identifying the alignment options. Much of the infrastructure
new connection may cross. These
consists of WPD’s own power lines. WPD will ensure that all relevant policy and guidance issued
stakeholders referred to a number of
by the owners/operators of existing infrastructure is followed during the design and construction
policies and guidelines that should be
phases of this project.
taken into consideration when
construction work is carried out in the
vicinity of that infrastructure.
8.5.5 Traffic management
Stage 1 Consultation included consultation with the emergency services and the various highways
Some stakeholders pointed to policies
authorities. Consultation with these organisations will continue as the project progresses to
and procedures for road closure and
ensure that they remain aware of the project and can identify any issues that WPD should take
access for emergency vehicles during
into account. It is anticipated that the application for consent will include a traffic management
construction. Others highlighted the
plan developed and agreed with the relevant consultees. The aim of this plan will be to minimise
potential traffic disruption for local
any potential impact to residents, businesses and communities.
communities caused by construction.
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8.6 Environment
Issue raised
8.6.1 Assessment methodology
Some stakeholders expressed
satisfaction with the environmental
assessment methodologies used by
WPD. One suggested that assessments
should be proportionate and where
detailed assessment has not been
undertaken this is fully explained and
justified. One stakeholder noted that the
timescale for decision making should
allow for winter bird surveys to be
completed.

WPD’s response
WPD has, wherever possible, agreed with relevant stakeholders the way it has carried out
environmental assessments since the outset of the project and this approach will continue as the
project progresses. WPD will submit a formal scoping report to the Planning Inspectorate in 2014,
who will in turn consult with relevant statutory consultees on its content. Justification for the range
and level of assessment undertaken to date has been provided informally to relevant consultees
and this will be recorded within the scoping report.

Wintering bird surveys in selected locations began in October 2013 following informal discussion
with NRW, CCC and RSPB on the areas to be surveyed and methodologies to be employed. The
results from the surveys will be used to help identify the alignment options. If significant
populations of wintering birds are identified late in the survey season, WPD accepts that there
may be a need to revisit previous conclusions depending upon the importance of the wintering
birds and their sensitivity to the type of infrastructure proposed.
8.6.2 The long term impact of overhead lines
One member of the public referred to the The landscape and visual effects caused by an overhead line during its lifetime were considered
during the selection of the preferred corridors and will also help identify the alignment options.
value of the countryside to future
generations in relation to the landscape
impacts of an overhead route.
8.6.3 The impact on archaeological sites, the built environment, cultural heritage and historic and listed buildings
The potential effect on the historic landscape and the features within it has been a key
Some stakeholders referred to the
consideration in the selection of the corridor options and the preferred corridors. This will continue
potential visual impacts of the
when identifying route alignment options within the preferred corridors. Stage 1 Consultation
connection upon the cultural and
included stakeholders such as the Dyfed Archaeological Trust, Cadw and Carmarthenshire
historic environment, with particular
County Council in order to understand the particular sensitivities of the study area and corridor
concern raised for archaeological sites,
options to overhead lines (and in the case of archaeological sites, underground cables).
churches, listed buildings and
structures, conservation areas,
registered parks and gardens, and the
Registered Historic Landscape of the
Towy Valley.
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8.6.4 Further studies needed on the impact on the historic environment
WPD considers that the level of assessment should be proportionate to the stage in the project
One stakeholder suggested that a more
design process reached. It is considered that the stakeholder suggestion would go beyond the
detailed assessment be undertaken on
assessment methodology applied by other environmental disciplines at this stage of the project
historic interests in order to identify the
because WPD has focused upon designated receptors or their equivalents. In addition,
potential impact of the connection and
insufficient information is known about the design and alignment of the overhead lines to carry out
develop a strategy for recording,
an impact assessment, except to make very general observations and recommendations on that
preserving or managing each resource.
basis.
As the project is refined, the detail of the assessment will increase.
8.6.5 Impact on designated or sensitive areas
The presence of designated and sensitive areas has been used to inform both the selection of the
Some stakeholders and members of the
public expressed concern, or suggested, study area, which avoids, for example, the Brecon Beacons National Park, and the corridor
options. WPD recognises the particular importance of these areas and has given them particular
that the connection should aim to avoid
consideration when selecting the preferred corridors. It should be recognised that there may be
designated sites and sensitive areas.
instances when total avoidance of all of these areas is not possible because, in the case of the
Sites mentioned include Glastir
Towy designations, for example, it extends across the whole of the study area. In such instances,
Woodland Management Schemes,
the areas which the overhead line may extend into, and the type of infrastructure used, will be
Brecon Beacons National Park, the
given careful consideration by WPD.
Registered Historic Landscape of the
Towy Valley, the River Towy SSSI and
SAC and Towy Valley SLA.
8.6.6 The urbanisation of the landscape
The potential for the project to lead to a significant change to existing landscape character is a key
Some members of the public expressed
consideration for WPD. Assessments have been undertaken to inform the selection of the
concern over the urbanisation of the
corridor options and the preferred corridors. Such assessments will continue to be used in the
landscape, suggesting that the new
selection of the route alignment alternatives and ultimately in the selection of the final design.
connection will further contribute
towards this.
8.6.7 Environmental mitigation and compensation studies
The potential to mitigate significant environmental effects has been a key consideration for the
One stakeholder suggested that more
project from the start. Mitigation, and in particular avoidance, has been used to inform the
studies are needed with regard to
selection of the study area (avoidance of the Brecon Beacons National Park), corridor options and
mitigation and compensation measures
as a result of the potential environmental preferred corridor selection. Mitigation as part of the project design will continue to play an
important role as the project progresses. The choice of route alignments will be informed by the
impacts.
avoidance of sensitive receptors where this is considered appropriate, whilst the final detailed
design will be informed by consultation with landowners and other consultees to ensure that,
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wherever possible, otherwise negative effects are avoided. During construction WPD will follow
agreed procedures, policy and guidance.
8.6.8 The impact on watercourses and peatlands
Discussions have been held during the Stage 1 Consultation with stakeholders about the potential
Some members of the public and
effects on watercourses. All information available on the location of peatlands will also be used to
stakeholders raised concern for the
inform the selection of the route alignment alternatives. WPD is therefore aware of the potential
potential impacts upon watercourses
for indirect effects on watercourses as a result of construction and, wherever possible,
and peatlands, often pointing out the
watercourses will be avoided. WPD will also ensure that all relevant agreed policy and guidance
potential knock-on effects on the
regarding construction within, or close to, watercourses is followed. The type of infrastructure
environment. One stakeholder also
noted that many residents rely on spring proposed is such that it is unlikely to give rise to significant impacts upon water supplies.
However, WPD is aware of this as an issue and the location of these supplies will be recorded
water and highlighted concern that the
during consultation on the route alignment options.
installation of wooden poles could
contaminate these sources.
8.6.9 The impact on the environment specifically on mature trees, woodland, wildlife, biodiversity, habitat, birds and dormice
Stakeholders and members of the public The ecological importance of the study area is recognised by WPD and it has collated a significant
raised specific concerns for the potential amount of ecological information which has informed the selection of the corridor options and
impact upon the environment in general, preferred corridors. Surveys for species that may be particularly sensitive to the type of
infrastructure proposed for the connection have already started and will continue until the detailed
or more specifically on particular
aspects of ecology, and asked that these design is completed. The presence or absence of important habitats and species will therefore be
used to inform the selection of route alignment options and ultimately the final detailed design. An
impacts are avoided or mitigated
ecological and ornithological assessment of the final design will be presented within the
against. Of particular concern are the
Environmental Statement, which accompanies the application, and this will set out the likelihood of
potential impacts upon woodland and
significant effects arising and appropriate mitigation.
mature trees, dormice, otters and birds,
specifically swans, curlews, lapwings,
tree sparrows, Little Ringed Plover and
Sand Martin. Others responded in more
general terms, referring to habitat and
biodiversity loss.
8.6.10 Wildlife and habitat mitigation and enhancement
Any direct or indirect environmental enhancements resulting from the project will be identified
One stakeholder highlighted the
within the Environmental Statement.
potential for biodiversity enhancement
as part of the project, specifically
regarding riparian and woodland wildlife
and farmland birds.
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8.6.11 The impact of undergrounding on the environment
Undergrounding can result in potentially significant environmental effects which may include the
One stakeholder highlighted the
displacement of breeding birds during the construction process. Should WPD choose to
potential environmental impact of
underground sections of the connection then the timing of such work will need to be agreed in
undergrounding due to the prolonged
advance with the relevant stakeholders to ensure that displacement is minimised.
displacement of birds during the
construction phase.
8.6.12 Visual landscape impact from specific viewpoints
The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape is a consideration which was used
Some stakeholders and members of the
to help WPD choose the corridor options and the preferred corridors. WPD will also consider the
public raised concern over the visual
effect on visual landscape in the selection of the route alignment alternatives and final alignment.
landscape impact of the connection.
WPD recognises the sensitivity that users of public rights of way may have to the project,
Specific viewpoints highlighted were
particularly where those rights of way are regional or national trails.
those from public rights of way.
8.6.13 The cumulative impact with existing power infrastructure
WPD is aware of the potential for cumulative landscape and visual effects arising from the project
Some stakeholders and members of the
because of the combination with existing and proposed development. The avoidance of
public were of the view that the
‘wirescapes’ is identified as something to avoid by the Holford Rules, which have themselves been
cumulative impact on the landscape of
a key influence in the methodology employed by WPD in the selection of the corridors and,
the new connection with existing
ultimately, alignments. A cumulative impact assessment of the project will be undertaken. The
overhead lines, wind farms and their
methodology will be set out within the scoping report which will be submitted to the Planning
associated access roads, will be too
Inspectorate in 2014 and it will be reported within the Environmental Statement that will
great. Pencader was highlighted as
accompany the application.
being particularly affected by this.
8.6.14 Visual landscape mitigation using undergrounding
Stakeholders and members of the public While undergrounding cables minimises visual impact, their construction can have a significant
impact on sensitive and protected ecological and archaeological areas, as well as restricting the
suggested that undergrounding the
use of land in the long term, including the planting of trees and hedges. Furthermore,
connection is the only way to mitigate
undergrounding will not be the most economical option for the design of the connection. A range
against the visual landscape impacts of
of issues therefore require consideration when deciding upon the need to underground. WPD
the connection.
may decide that for socio-economic or ecological reasons it may be justified to underground
certain parts of the connection and this decision will take place at the route alignment stage.
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8.7 Socio-economic
Issue raised
WPD’s response
8.7.1 The impact on local businesses and tourism
WPD is aware of the potential for cumulative effects associated with this project and other projects
Some stakeholders and members of the
proposed within the area. The issue of tourism is one which WPD is considering and it has
public raised concern that the
consulted with tourism organisations active in the area. Consultation will continue as the project
connection will have an adverse effect
design is refined and WPD will also prepare an assessment on the potential effects upon tourism
on tourism and local businesses. They
as part of its socio-economic impact assessment. This will be considered within the scoping
often stated that the area is very
report and reported within the Environmental Statement.
dependent on this industry and it has
already been subjected to wind farms
and associated infrastructure.
8.7.2 Tourism mitigation using undergrounding
Some stakeholders were of the view that While undergrounding cables minimises visual impact, and potentially effects upon tourism and
the local community, construction can have a significant impact on sensitive and protected
undergrounding the connection is the
ecological and archaeological areas, as well as restricting the use of land in the long term,
only acceptable way to mitigate the
including the planting of trees and hedges. Furthermore, undergrounding will not be the most
impacts upon tourism and the local
economical option for the design of the connection. WPD will therefore need to consider a range
community.
of environmental and socio-economic issues before selecting undergrounding as a solution to
address any identified negative effects upon tourism and the local community.
8.7.3 The benefit to the local economy
WPD has a legal requirement to connect the proposed wind farms to the electricity network. This
One stakeholder noted that no positive
case has been made for the impact of the will enable the wind farms to export renewable energy and the Welsh and UK Governments
consider this to be a positive benefit with regard to the issues of security of supply and the
connection on the local economy.
mitigation of climate change. Whilst WPD accepts that it is difficult to identify specific benefits to
the local economy directly arising from the connection project, it is clear that both governments
anticipate that wider indirect benefits will be achieved.
8.7.4 Proximity to houses
There are no restrictions in the UK on how close to existing homes and schools a power line can
Some stakeholders and members of the
be, provided the exposure guidelines are complied with. The Government looked at introducing
public noted their concern over the
such restrictions and decided they would be disproportionate.
proximity of the connection to houses,
noting that 60 metres is too close and
When designing the route for an overhead line near major areas of settlement, WPD will adopt a
that it is unfair that this limit is 100
minimum buffer of 60m from properties or buildings, with efforts made to achieve a more desirable
meters for urban areas.
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distance of 100m wherever possible.
In rural areas, outside the major areas of settlement, it may be necessary on occasion to route the
line closer than 60m to dwelling houses or buildings. Such occurrences will be reviewed
individually during the detailed draft route alignment options stage.
8.7.5 Impact on property value and saleability
Whilst the effect of any development upon the saleability and value of property should not be a
Some respondents were concerned by
material consideration in the determination of the application, the concept of residential amenity
the potential impact of the connection
will be. WPD will assess the magnitude of visual effects upon the occupiers of premises and the
upon the saleability and value of
results will be reported within the Environmental Statement.
properties.
8.7.6 The impact on agriculture, farming, European Single Farm Payments and disturbance to livestock
With regard to carrying out surveys, it is WPD’s policy to seek the agreement of
Members of the public noted the
landowners/tenants prior to accessing land. In this way, any particular issues such as the
potential impact of the project on
farmers and agriculture, in particular the presence of livestock or crops can be explained to the WPD surveyor and taken into account. On
the rare occasion where agreement cannot be reached then WPD can use its statutory powers to
possible effects on European Single
Farm Payments, disturbance to livestock access land.
during surveying work and the
Work undertaken by statutory undertakers should not result in reductions or exclusions from the
saleability of farms.
direct payments made under the European Single Payment Scheme.
8.7.7 The impact on public rights of way, bridleways and other recreational activities
The project may affect public rights of way and bridleways during construction. WPD will aim to
Some stakeholders and members of the
avoid installing infrastructure on or near rights of way and also try to avoid designated mountain
public referred to potential impacts on
bike trails and areas used by local flying clubs. Where this is not possible, for example if WPD
recreation and amenity. Of particular
construction vehicles need to cross a bridleway to get to a pole location, the council’s Public
concern were the impact upon public
Rights of Way Officer will be consulted and, if necessary, the relevant consents obtained. In most
rights of way and bridleways. Other
recreational activities potentially affected cases the construction for wooden poles is unlikely to have a significant effect upon the users of
public rights of way, including bridleways. Undergrounding could, however, lead to a
include flying of model aeroplanes and
comparatively longer period of disruption. The Environmental Statement which will accompany
mountain biking.
the application will include an assessment upon recreation and amenity users including those
using public rights of way.
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8.8 Health, safety and security
Issue raised
WPD’s response
8.8.1 The impact on emotional health and sleep, and stress
WPD follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead lines comply with the UK
Some members of the public raised
Government’s guidelines set by the Health Protection Agency (HPA). Guidance provided by
concerns regarding the impact of the
connection upon health, either in general Government in the form of the National Policy Statement EN-5 sets out the way in which the
decision-maker and applicant should consider matters relating to health and this guidance will be
terms or with regard to sleep
followed by WPD.
deprivation. Also highlighted was the
impact of the proposals on emotional
well-being, often with reference to levels
of stress felt by local residents.

8.9 Costs
Issue raised
8.9.1 Detailed undergrounding costs
Some respondents stated that the costs
presented for undergrounding are not
substantiated and requested a more
detailed examination of the costs of
undergrounding compared to overhead
lines.

WPD’s response
WPD prepared a detailed cost report as part of the Stage 1 Consultation. WPD stands by the
information contained within the report and considers, from its experience in constructing
overhead lines and underground cables, that the costs are robust. Additional work to arrive at an
operational cost for an overhead line and for undergrounding has been commissioned and WPD
will report its findings at Stage 2 Consultation.

8.9.2 Too much focus on cost for undergrounding
WPD considers every case on its merits and overhead lines best meet WPD’s obligation to
Some stakeholders and members of the
transmit electricity in an efficient, coordinated and economical manner. As such, the use of
public raised the issue that too much
overhead lines to connect the wind farms to the electricity network forms the starting point for
emphasis is placed on cost in the
consideration. However, environmental or socio-economic factors may outweigh cost factors in
decision making process and that the
benefits of undergrounding outweigh the certain parts of the route corridor and in such cases WPD may decide to underground those parts
of the connection where it is justified to do so.
additional cost.
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8.9.3 Lifetime costs for undergrounding
Additional work to arrive at an operational cost for an overhead line and for undergrounding has
Some respondents suggested that
undergrounding may be more affordable been commissioned and WPD will report its findings at Stage 2 Consultation.
when lifetime costs and maintenance
costs are taken into account.
8.9.4 The wind farm developers should pay for undergrounding
WPD is obliged to connect the proposed wind farms to the electricity network and the connection
Some respondents suggested that the
profits of large organisations should not needs to be made in an efficient, coordinated and economical manner. WPD will decide whether
it is justified to underground sections of the route based on socio-economic, environmental and
be put before the interests of local
technical information. The final scheme that WPD submits to the Planning Inspectorate also has
communities, often suggesting that
to be justified on economic grounds otherwise WPD will not be fulfilling its legal and licence
undergrounding should be paid for by
obligation.
those who will benefit from the project.
8.9.5 Cost of early land surveys
Limited environmental surveys of potentially sensitive habitats have been undertaken across all
One member of the public questioned
the corridor options in order to inform the selection of the preferred corridors.
why money has been spent surveying
land when no route has yet been chosen.
8.9.6 Other comment
One stakeholder noted that diversionary The full cost of diverting existing infrastructure, where WPD’s ability to do so is not covered by
existing agreements, will be fully recoverable by WPD from the wind farm developers who are
work to existing infrastructure will be
funding the cost of the new connection.
fully chargeable.
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8.10 Planning, principles and project case
Issue raised
WPD’s response
8.10.1 The role of community councils
WPD places substantial weight to the views expressed both by the county council and community
Some members of the public and
councils as these bodies are directly accountable to the local community. This approach to
stakeholders questioned the ability of
consultation was confirmed following discussions with the county council, the Planning
community councils to accurately
Inspectorate and following legal advice. WPD will be consulting with the public during the second
represent the views of local residents.
stage of consultation in early 2014. At this stage it will have various alignment options on which it
One stakeholder also suggested that
will be seeking the views and opinions of not only the public but also other key stakeholders,
more weight be given to the views of
including the elected representatives referenced in the comments.
elected representatives of
Carmarthenshire County Council as they
do not have a statutory decision making
role with regard to the application.
8.10.2 Comment on the role of UK Government and the Aarhus Convention
One member of the public referred to the The preparation and adoption of local, national or UK energy policy is not within the remit of WPD
and this matter should therefore be taken up with the relevant policy–maker.
Aarhus Convention in suggesting that
the UK should have allowed public
participation in the formulation of
renewable energy policy.
8.10.3 Comment on Holford Rules
WPD’s methodology for identifying corridors is set out in the Route Corridor Selection Report.
One stakeholder suggested that the
This methodology was informed by all the guidance material relating to the Planning Act 2008,
South Corridor and the West Corridor
which includes the Holford Rules. WPD is aware of existing infrastructure within the corridors and
may conflict with Holford Rules (Rule 6)
the extent to which the development of a new overhead line to the connection point near
on converging routes.
Llandyfaelog, where there are already two 400kV overhead lines, would lead to a convergence of
routes. This has been taken into account when selecting the preferred corridors.
8.10.4 Comment on role of Welsh Assembly
Devolution of energy and planning policy from the UK to the national level is outside the remit of
One stakeholder suggested that energy
WPD. The Brechfa Forest Connection Project is therefore being progressed under the current
generation and planning policy should
policy arrangements.
be fully devolved to the National
Assembly for Wales.
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8.10.5 Comment on TAN 8
Some respondents were critical of the
Welsh Government Technical Advice
Note (TAN) 8. They suggested that it
should be reviewed, as development
zones lack capacity to service
generation developments, and that the
document known at ETSU-R-97,
published by the Energy Technology
Support Unit, is a disputed and outdated
noise measurement.
8.10.6 Comment on planning policy
One member of the public questioned
the legality of the consent granted in
relation to TAN 8 Strategic Search Area
G, and asked whether it is legal to
facilitate development of the grid
connection.
8.10.7 General opposition to the project
Some respondents expressed general
opposition to the project.

The responsibility for the publication of TAN 8 rests with Welsh Government. It is for the Welsh
Government to decide whether the document should be reviewed and whether the guidance
contained within it, such as the suitability of ETSU-R-97 for wind farm noise assessments, should
be revisited.

The legality of consents for wind farms within the Strategic Search Area is a matter for the wind
farm developer(s) and Welsh Government. WPD is legally obliged to provide a connection from
the wind farms to the electricity network.

WPD acknowledges that some respondents are opposed to the project. However, WPD is obliged
to provide a connection from the proposed wind farms to the electricity network and it must
therefore proceed with this project.
8.10.8 Acceptance of the need for the connection
One stakeholder acknowledged the need The respondent correctly recognises that WPD is obliged to provide the connection.
for the connection to be made between
the wind farms and the electricity
network.
8.10.9 Safeguarding existing infrastructure
One stakeholder noted that they have no WPD understands that safeguarding in this instance refers to the potential for the connection to
affect existing infrastructure. During the future stages of this project WPD will continue to liaise
safeguarding concerns.
with infrastructure providers to ensure that, wherever possible, the operation of existing
infrastructure is not compromised by the connection.
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8.10.10 Energy policy and minimising impact
Localised generation of low carbon energy is supported by national policy and it is something
One stakeholder noted the requirement
which, if called upon, WPD can help to facilitate. However, the Government has also set targets
of the Welsh Government's Policy
for the generation of low carbon energy by medium and large scale energy production facilities (on
Statement (2010) to provide almost all
shore wind farms) and WPD is obliged to provide these generators with a connection to the
local energy needs by low carbon
electricity production and suggested that electricity network.
this should be facilitated whilst avoiding
and minimising environmental, social
and economic impacts.
8.10.11 Opposition to wind farms
The acceptability or otherwise of the proposed wind farms falls outside WPD’s remit and will be
Some respondents made comments in
considered by the county council and Planning Inspectorate. The appropriateness of Brechfa
opposition to the related wind farm
West Wind Farm has already been considered by the Secretary of State.
developments.
8.10.12 Simultaneous applications for wind farms and the connection
Applications for wind farms and electricity network connections require separate consenting
Some respondents suggested that the
processes in Wales. The consenting processes for wind farms require either a Town and Country
applications for the wind farms and the
Planning Act application if the wind farm has a capacity of less than 50MW, or a separate DCO
connection should be made
application if it’s capacity is greater than 50MW therefore making it a nationally significant
simultaneously.
infrastructure project.
Overhead electricity connections below 132kV require consent under the Electricity Act 1989 as
do 132kV connections which are less than 2km in length. 132kV overhead electricity connections
which are 2km or more in length require a DCO application under the Planning Act 2008.
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8.11 Consultation and information
Issue raised
8.11.1 Misleading consultation information
Some members of the public felt misled
with regard to the consultation,
specifically whether the connection
would be underground or overhead, the
purpose of accessing land, and also
which corridor options were being
considered.

WPD’s response
WPD has developed a consultation strategy based on recent guidance published by the
Department for Communities and Local Government, guidance provided by the Planning
Inspectorate, discussions with the local authority and following legal advice. WPD does not
believe it has misled the public during Stage 1 Consultation and it has endeavoured to be clear as
to what the options are at all times.
During Stage 1 the project was, by definition, at an early stage so it was not possible to give
detailed information about how much overhead line would be used, or the particular corridor within
which the connection would go. As the project progresses to stages 2 and 3 of the consultation
process it will be possible for WPD to provide much more detailed information on the project.

8.11.2 Misleading consultation maps
Some respondents felt that the maps
were misleading and others felt that
maps have been deliberately withheld.

WPD has not deliberately withheld any maps and all available information has been accessible to
anyone wishing to view it on the project website. WPD considers that through the briefings and
workshops it has held with community councils and local amenity user groups that it has provided
a large amount of information to substantiate its choice of corridor options.
8.11.3 Stage 1 Consultation should have included more organisations and the public
Some respondents suggested that Stage During the first stage of consultation WPD sought information on the route corridor options from
elected representatives, community councils, local user groups and key statutory consultees. The
1 Consultation should have been wider
views of the public will be sought during the second stage, once WPD has decided on a preferred
and involved more organisations and
route corridor and prepared route alignment options having taken into account all the information
members of the public.
gathered during the first stage.
8.11.4 Consultation materials not available
The purpose of Stage 1 Consultation was to engage with elected representatives, community
Some members of the public raised
councils, local user groups (as representative of the public) and key statutory consultees in order
concern that materials were not
to obtain local information from them that might influence the choice of the preferred corridors.
distributed widely enough, or that they
This approach was agreed in advance with the county council. Whilst public consultation was not
were not aware of the most up-to-date
documents after proposals had changed. the purpose of Stage 1, the same documentation made available to stakeholders was published
on the project website for the public to read and responses received from the public have been
taken into consideration in the selection of the preferred corridors.
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8.11.5 Local public opinion should be valued
WPD will give due consideration to all responses that are received at each of the three stages of
Some respondents asked that due
the consultation process. WPD will publish a detailed Consultation Report which will accompany
consideration is given to views of
the DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate and will set out all of the comments received
respondents in the decision making
and how those comments have influenced WPD’s decisions.
process.
8.11.6 Communication between WPD and the local community
WPD has published a Consultation Strategy which clearly sets out how it proposes to
One stakeholder suggested that
communicate with the local community at each of the three stages of the consultation process.
communication between WPD and the
The strategy also explains how members of the local community can contact WPD to ask
local community is paramount and
questions or to provide consultation feedback. A copy of the Consultation Strategy is available to
recommended that a protocol is
view and download on the project website.
developed setting out clear lines of
communication.
8.11.7 Data protection
One member of the public requested that WPD will not publish the identity or address of private individuals in any of the project
the name of their property is not used on documentation it publishes.
any WPD documentation.
8.11.8 Willingness to be involved in future consultation
Some respondents provided information WPD welcomes continued engagement by respondents in the consultation process. All of those
who have responded at Stage 1 will be contacted directly and invited to take part in Stage 2
on how their response was determined
and often highlighted their willingness to Consultation in early 2014.
continue to be involved in the
consultation process, suggesting the
best way of doing so.
8.11.9 Other comments on information and materials
WPD recognises that the villages are close to the some of the proposed wind farms and is aware
Other comments on information and
that they lie within the West Corridor option. When consulting on alignment options, WPD will
materials included a suggestion that the
ensure that consultation materials show the location of the villages, and any other settlements,
villages of Alltwalis and Gwyddgrug are
which could be affected by alignment options.
recognised as being the nearest to the
development, rather than referring to the
development as being above Brechfa.
8.11.10 Support for the information and materials
WPD has made every effort to prepare documentation that is both easy to read and understand.
Some stakeholders stated that the
WPD recognises the importance of providing key project documents in both Welsh and English
consultation documents are informative
and will continue with this approach throughout the project.
and easy to follow or thanked WPD for
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providing bilingual documents.
8.11.11 More detailed information requested
Much of the information requested by the respondents is still to be prepared. WPD is still
Some respondents requested more
finalising the details of the alignment options within the selected corridors and these will be
information on a number of issues,
published in early 2014. Similarly, specific information on the environmental impacts of the project
including more detailed information on
routeing, the exact extent of the corridor will only be known once further detailed studies have been carried out. At each stage in the
consultation process, however, preliminary environmental information has, and will continue to be,
options, costs, environmental impacts,
published. WPD presently has no plans relating to individual properties other than the Ordnance
implications of undergrounding and
Survey plans which are publically available.
plans held by WPD relating to individual
properties.
8.11.12 Additional people or organisations WPD should consult
WPD is grateful to the respondents for providing additional contact details and where appropriate
Some respondents provided individuals
these individuals or organisations will be contacted as the project moves forward.
or organisations that WPD should
consult with at future stages.
8.11.13 Acceptable timescales
One stakeholder was satisfied that the
consultation period was extended.

WPD chose to extend the Stage 1 Consultation period following feedback from potentially affected
ward councillors. WPD recognises the respondents’ satisfaction with this extension.
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9. Conclusions and next steps
9.1.

Summary

9.1.1.

The first of the three-stage consultation process was held during
summer 2013 over a fourteen-week period from 24 June 2013 to 27
September 2013. During the consultation Western Power Distribution
(WPD) briefed Members of Parliament, Regional Assembly Members
and ward councillors on the project and held workshops for community
councils and local amenity user groups.

9.1.2.

The aim of Stage 1 Consultation was to gather detailed local information
on each of the route corridors. Where information was provided, both at
workshops and in written responses, it was fed in to the corridor
assessment process carried out by WPD’s environmental consultants,
RSK.

9.1.3.

Alongside the delivery of Stage 1 Consultation, WPD and its consultants
carried out various environmental and technical surveys throughout the
corridors. The information gathered from the surveys was considered
along with the information provided at the workshops and in the relevant
written responses received and used to help influence the selection of
the preferred corridors. The details of this assessment are contained
within the updated Route Corridor Selection Report which has been
published alongside this Interim Consultation Report.

9.1.4.

Where responses did not contain information on the corridors but instead
raised concerns about the project, the technology or the decision making
process, those responses were not used to inform the selection of the
preferred corridors. WPD will, however, use the responses received
during Stage 2 Consultation to influence the selection of the preferred
route where the overhead line might go.

9.1.5.

A total of 87 responses were received during this stage of consultation,
of which 20 responses were from members of the public. The remaining
67 responses were received from 49 different statutory consultees, nonstatutory bodies, businesses and elected representatives. In several
cases, more than one response was received from the same
organisation.

9.1.6.

All responses received were logged onto a database and systematically
analysed to enable WPD to take account of all relevant responses during
the decision making process.
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9.1.7.

In summary, the responses raising concerns focused on the visual
impact that overhead lines would have on the landscape and expressed
a preference for placing the connection underground.

9.1.8.

The main themes raised by respondents were:
 Opposition to overhead lines and a preference for the whole route to
be placed underground so as to minimise visual and environmental
impact
 Too much emphasis being put on the cost of undergrounding by
WPD and the protection of the environment should be more
important than cost
 The cost of undergrounding should be considered as a lifetime cost
rather than just the cost of construction
 A fear that wood poles would be upgraded to steel pylons at some
point in the future
 Concern over the visual impact of overhead lines on the landscape,
especially across the Towy Valley, the Cothi Valley Special
Landscape Area and near to footpaths
 Concern over the cumulative impact of overhead lines in areas
where there is already energy infrastructure, such as wind farms
 Concern over the health effects of overhead lines
 The applications to build wind farms and the electricity connection
should be considered at same time
 The public should have been involved at Stage 1 of the consultation
process.

9.1.9.

WPD has taken into account all the relevant information gathered as part
of Stage 1 Consultation and will be taking forward the following corridors
to connect the proposed wind farms to the electricity network.

9.1.9.1. To connect the proposed Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm the corridor
which runs west from the wind farm substation to Gwyddgrug and
then south to Alltwalis has been selected.
9.1.9.2. To connect the proposed Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm the
corridor which runs west from the wind farm substation towards
Alltwalis and then south past Pontarsais and Peniel has been
selected.
9.1.9.3. To cross the Towy Valley the most westerly corridor has been
selected.
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9.1.9.4. The corridor from the Towy Valley to the connection point near
Llandyfaelog was originally very wide so WPD has refined the
corridor to only include the area from the Towy Valley to
Llandyfaelog, to the west of Nantycaws.
9.1.9.5. To connect Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm, WPD presented two
corridor options at Stage 1 Consultation. Both these corridors
present significant constraints both from an environmental and
technical point of view and on balance, neither corridor is
significantly preferable to the other. WPD will therefore be taking
both corridor options forward to the next stage of consultation.
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9.1.10. The corridors selected are shown on the map below.
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9.2.

Next steps

9.2.1.

Following the identification of the preferred corridors, WPD’s engineers
and environmental consultants have been working to identify where they
might put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within the
preferred route corridors identified above.

9.2.2.

At the next stage of consultation, WPD will be asking the public, local
communities, elected representatives, landowners and people with an
interest in land to have their say on these alignments. It is at this stage
that WPD will indicate locations where, for environmental or technical
reasons, it believes it is justified to place sections of the line
underground.

9.2.3.

Stage 2 Consultation will run for eight weeks from February 2014. WPD
will write to notify all those people potentially affected by the alignments
in advance of the consultation period to invite them to series of open
events which will focus on seeking feedback and comments on the
identified alignment options within the preferred route corridors.

9.2.4.

Once a preferred alignment has been chosen and further detailed
environmental and technical surveys have been carried out, WPD will
carry out formal consultation (as defined by Sections 42 and 47 of the
Planning Act 2008) in autumn 2014.
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10. Appendices
Appendix A – Terminology
Amenity

A positive element or elements that contribute to the
overall character or enjoyment of an area. For example,
open land, trees, historic buildings and the interrelationship between them, or less tangible factors such
as tranquillity.

Ancient woodland

Woodland that has existed continuously since at least AD
1600.

Area of search

A broad area within which sites are sought for
development, for example, for housing, mineral extraction,
or renewable energy.

Biodiversity

The variety of life forms, the different plants, animals and
microorganisms, the genes they contain and the ecosystems they form.

Cable

Underground cables.

CC

Community Council.

CCC

Carmarthenshire County Council.

Conductor

Overhead wires suspended from wood poles or towers
(pylons).

Constraint

An influence on design and siting of transmission
infrastructure.

Construction phase

The period during which the building or assembling of
infrastructure is undertaken.

Consultation Report



Interim Consultation Report

The Consultation Report is a report giving details of:
What has been done in compliance with sections 42, 47
and 48 in relation to a proposed application that has
become the application
Any relevant responses
The account taken of any relevant responses.
An Interim Consultation Report forms the first part of the
analysis of the consultation responses during Stage 1
Consultation. It provides a summary of the relevant
responses and explains how the feedback received during
Stage 1 Consultation is fed into the decision making
process and the methods used to review the connection
options.
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Consultation Strategy

The Consultation Strategy is based upon principles of the
Planning Act 2008 for Nationally Significant Infrastructure
Project (NSIPs and current Government guidance, and will
involve local authorities, communities and statutory
consultees early in the project proposal development to
bring about benefits for all parties.

Consultation zone

Zone extends approximately 1 km either side of the broad
overhead line route corridor and approximately 1 km
around the broad substation locations.

Cumulative impact

Impacts that result from incremental changes caused by
other past, present or reasonably foreseeable actions,
together with the project.
A cumulative impact may arise as the result of: a) the
combined impact of a number of different environmental
topic-specific impacts from a single environmental impact
assessment project on a single receptor/ resource; and b)
the combined impact of a number of different projects
within the vicinity (in combination with the environmental
impact assessment project) on a single receptor/resource.

DCLG

Department for Communities and Local Government:
works to move decision-making power from central
government to local councils.

DCO

Development Consent Order: The permission required
under the Planning Act 2008 to build the connection.

Decommissioning

The period during which a development and its associated
processes are removed from active operation.

Designated area

Area designated and protected by national or international
law for its landscape, biodiversity, or historic interest.

Desktop studies

Studies undertaken to gather and analyse existing data
from public domain, scientific and commercial databases,
and available project sources.

DNO

[electricity] Distribution Network Operator.

Elected representatives

Members of Parliament, Welsh Assembly Members
including Regional members and county councillors.

EMC

Electromagnetic Compatibility: The study of the interaction
between the generated electric, magnetic and electromagnetic field on other equipment.

EMF

Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs).
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Electric Field: A measure of the force experienced by a
static electric charge in the presence of the other electric
charges.
Magnetic Field: A measure of the force experienced by a
moving electric charge, due to the motion of other
charges.
Enhancement

A measure that is over and above what is required by law
to mitigate the adverse effects of a project.

Environmental assessment

A method and a process by which information about
environmental effects is collected, assessed and used to
inform decision-making. Assessment processes include
Strategic Environmental Assessment, Assessment of
Implications on European Sites and Environmental Impact
Assessment.

Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA)

A statutory process by which certain planned projects
must be assessed before a formal decision to proceed can
be made. Involves the collection and consideration of
environmental information, which fulfils the assessment
requirements of Directive 85/337/EEC (as amended),
including the publication of an Environmental Statement.

Environmental information

The information that must be taken into account by the
decision maker (the Competent Authority) before granting
any kind of authorisation in any case where the EIA
process applies. It includes the Environmental Statement,
including any further information, any representations
made by any body required by the Regulations to be
invited to make representations, and any representations
duly made by any other person about the environmental
effects of the development.

Environmental Management
Plan

A structured plan that outlines the mitigation, monitoring
and management requirements arising from an
Environmental Impact Assessment.

Environmental Statement (ES)

A document produced in accordance with the EIA
Directive as transposed into UK law by the EIA
Regulations.

Estuary

Downstream part of a river where it widens to enter the
sea.

European site

Sites which make up the European ecological network
(also known as Natura 2000 sites). These include: Sites of
Community Importance (SCIs); Special Protection Areas
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(SPAs) and potential SPAs (pSPAs); Special Areas of
Conservation (SACs) and candidate or possible SACs
(cSACs or pSACs); and Ramsar sites.
Evaluation

The determination of the significance of effects.
Evaluation involves making judgements as to the value of
the receptor/resource that is being affected and the
consequences of the effect on the receptor/resource
based on the magnitude of the impact.

Feedback analysis

For NSIPs developers have a duty to take into account all
the feedback received during a consultation process and
then analyse the responses at the pre-application stage.
The responses must be summarised in a Consultation
Report also explaining how the developer has had regard
to consultation responses.

Flood plain

Generally low-lying areas adjacent to a watercourse, tidal
lengths of a river or the sea, where water flows in times of
flood or would flow but for the presence of flood defences.

Flood risk assessment

An assessment of the likelihood of flooding in a particular
area so that development needs and mitigation measures
can be carefully considered.

GSP

Grid supply point (e.g. 132kV substation).

GT

Grid transformer.

Impact

Change that is caused by an action; for example, land
clearing (action) during construction which results in
habitat loss (impact).

Invertebrates

Animals without backbones.

km

Kilometres (1,000 metres).

kV

Kilovolt (1,000 volts).

Listed building

A ‘listed building’ is a building, object or structure that has
been judged to be of national importance in terms of
architectural or historic interest and is included on a list
approved by the Secretary of State under the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
(known as the “Statutory List of Buildings of Special
Architectural or Historic Interest”).

LNR

Local Nature Reserve.

Local Planning Authority (LPA)

A local authority or council that is empowered by law to
exercise planning functions for a particular area of the
68

Interim Consultation Report

United Kingdom (often the local borough or district
council).
Mitigation

Measures intended to avoid, reduce and compensate for
adverse environmental effects.

Monitoring

A continuing assessment of the performance of the
project, including mitigation measures. This determines if
effects occur as predicted or if operations remain within
acceptable limits, and if mitigation measures are as
effective as predicted.

MVA

Megavolt amperes (a measurement of apparent power).

MW

Megawatts (a measurement of power).

National park

National parks are designated by Natural England, subject
to confirmation by the Secretary of State under the
National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act 1949.
The statutory purposes of national parks are to conserve
and enhance their natural beauty, wildlife and cultural
heritage and to promote opportunities for public
understanding and enjoyment of their special qualities.

Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP)

Large projects that support the economy and vital public
services, including railways, large wind farms, power
stations, reservoirs, harbours, airports and sewage
treatment works, as defined in the Planning Act 2008.

Need case

Document setting out the background requirements and
need for extensions to WPD’s electricity transmission
system in response to connection applications to ensure
that WPD complies with its licence standards.

NFU

National Farmers’ Union.

Non-statutory consultees

Organisations and bodies who are consulted on relevant
planning applications.

Non-technical summary

Information for the non-specialist reader to enable them to
understand the main predicted environmental effects of
the proposal without reference to the main Environmental
Statement.

NPS

National Policy Statement (NPSs) are produced by
Government. They give reasons for the policy set out in
the statement, and must include an explanation of how the
policy takes account of Government policy relating to the
mitigation of, and adaptation to, climate change. They
include the Government’s objectives for the development
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of nationally significant infrastructure in a particular sector
and state:







How this will contribute to sustainable development
How these objectives have been integrated with other
Government policies
How actual and projected capacity and demand have
been taken into account
Consider relevant issues in relation to safety or
technology
Circumstances where it would be particularly important
to address the adverse impacts of development
Specific locations, where appropriate, in order to
provide a clear framework for investment and planning
decisions.

They also include any other policies or circumstances that
Ministers consider should be taken into account in
decisions on infrastructure development.

Ofgem

NPSs undergo a democratic process of public
consultation and parliamentary scrutiny, before being
designated (i.e. published). They provide the framework
within which Inspectors make their recommendations to
the Secretary of State.
The Office of the Gas and Electricity Markets: The
regulator for Britain’s gas and electricity industries, its role
is to promote choice and value for customers.

Operation

The functioning of a project on completion of construction.

PEI

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) is an
Environmental Impact Assessment, including screening,
scoping and preliminary environmental information relating
to the project.

Habitat survey

Recognised methodology used for collating information on
the habitat structure of a particular site.

PILS

Persons with an Interest in the Land (PILS) are people
who own, occupy or have another interest in the land
potentially affected by a development, or who could be
affected by a project in such a way that they may be
able to make a claim for compensation.

Planning Inspectorate (PINS)

The Planning Act 2008 (as amended by the Localism Act
2011) covers the planning application and consent
process for nationally significant infrastructure projects
(NSIPs), which includes power stations and power lines of
132,000 volts and above.
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On 1 April 2012, under the Localism Act 2011, PINS
became the agency responsible for operating the planning
process for NSIPs.
Any developer wishing to construct an NSIP is required to
apply for consent to do so. For such projects, PINS
examines the application and will make a recommendation
to the relevant Secretary of State, who will make the
decision on whether to grant or refuse development
consent.
Planning Policy Statement
(PPS)

Planning Policy Statement: These set out the
Government’s national policies on different aspects of land
use planning and explain statutory provisions. Local
planning authorities must take their content into account in
preparing their development plans and the guidance may
also be material to decisions on individual planning
applications and appeals. They are issued by the
Government following public consultation.

Pollution

Any increase of matter or energy to a level that is harmful
to living organisms of their environment (when it becomes
a pollutant).

PPA

Planning Performance Agreement (PPA) is an agreement
between a planning authority and a developer that sets
out the process and issues to evolve and determine a
major planning proposal.

Preferred option

The chosen design option that most successfully achieves
the project objectives and becomes subject to further
design and assessment.

Programme

A series of steps that have been identified by the
applicant, or series of projects that are linked by
dependency.

Project objectives

The objectives of the project set out by the applicant.

Proposed scheme

Also known as ‘proposed development’ - a plan or project
which the applicant or promoter seeks to implement.

Public Right of Way (PRoW)

A public right of way is a highway over which the public
have a right of access along the route, often used for
footpaths and bridleways.

Pylon

Power line supports, also referred to as towers.

RCS

Route Corridor Study: An appraisal of the high level
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planning and environmental constraints to identify
potential route corridor options within a defined study
area.
Receptor

A defined individual environmental feature usually
associated with population, fauna and flora with the
potential to be affected by a project.

RES

Renewable Energy Systems Ltd (wind farm developer).

Resource

A defined but generally collective environmental feature
usually associated with soil, water, air, climatic factors,
landscape, and material assets, including the architectural
and archaeological heritage that has potential to be
affected by a project.

RWE

Renewable Energy Systems Ltd (wind farm developer).

SAGE

Stakeholder Advisory Group on EMFs.

Semi-natural

A habitat, ecosystem, vegetation type or landscape which
has been modified by human activity but which consists
largely of native species and appears to have similar
structure and functioning to a natural type.

Significance of effect

A measure of the importance or gravity of the
environmental effect.

Significant environmental
effect

An effect which is considered material to the decisionmaking process.

SM

Scheduled Monument: A scheduled monument is a
'nationally important' archaeological site or historic
building, given protection against unauthorised change.

SoCC

Statement of Community Consultation (SOCC): As
required by Section 47(2) of the Planning Act 2008.
Before we formally consult the public under the Planning
Act 2008, we set out how we will do so in a Statement of
Community Consultation (SOCC). We consult with local
authorities when we draft the SOCC so that they can
comment on how, when and with whom we consult on
projects to ensure that local concerns are addressed.

SOR




Strategic Optioneering Report (SOR).
The SOR addresses:
An analysis of the technical options
An overview of the technical options appraisal approach
An assessment of each option taking into account
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technical, environmental and financial issues
A summary and identification of the preliminary preferred
technical option.

SP Manweb

Scottish Power Manweb (DNO for North Wales).

SPA

Special Protection Area.

SAC

Special Area of Conservation (SAC) is an international
designation implemented under the Habitats Regulations
for the protection of habitats and (non bird) species.

Special Protection Area

Sites designated under EU Directive (79/409/EEC) for the
conservation of wild birds.

SSSI

Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs):
The main national conservation site protection measure in
Britain designated under the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981.

Stakeholder

An organisation or individual who we believe may have a
particular interest in the project.

Statement of Common Ground

A Statement of Common Ground is prepared jointly with
the affected local authority to state clearly the areas of
agreement and difference in relation to the proposals.

Statutory consultees

Organisations that the developer is required to consult by
virtue of the EIA Regulations.

Study area

The spatial area within which environmental effects are
assessed (i.e. extending a distance from the project
footprint in which significant environmental effects are
anticipated to occur).

Substation

Electricity generated at power stations is fed into the
national grid system through associated substations. They
control the flow of power through the system by means of
transformers and switchgear, with facilities for control,
fault protection and communications.

TAN 8

Welsh Government Technical Advice Note (TAN) 8:
Planning for Renewable Energy (2005) provides advice
on:
 Renewable energy and planning
 Onshore renewable energy technologies
 Design and energy
 Implications for development plans
 Development control monitoring.
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Tee point

The point at which two electrical routes connect together.

Towers

Steel lattice towers are constructions often called pylons,
which support overhead wires.

Undergrounding

Undergrounding involves laying electricity cables in a
trench in the ground. The trench generally needs to be
1.5m wide at ground level and 1.5m deep. The total
working area will be 16m wide.

Visual amenity

The value of a particular view or area in terms of what is
seen.

Wildlife corridor

Linear habitats/landscape features such as hedgerows
that may increase connectivity for wildlife by acting as
routes between habitat patches.

Wooden poles

Wooden poles are used to support an overhead electricity
connection.

WPD

Western Power Distribution
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Appendix B – Consultees listed in the Consultation Strategy
Members of Parliament
 Mr Jonathan Edwards
 Mr Simon Hart
 Mrs Nia Griffith
Assembly Members
 Mr Rhodri Thomas
 Mrs Angela Burns
 Mr Keith Davies
Regional Assembly Members
 Ms Rebecca Evans
 Mr Simon Thomas
 Mr Bill Powell
 Mrs Joyce Watson
Local authority members
 Cllr William Tyssul Evans
 Cllr Linda Davies Evans
 Cllr Eirwyn Williams
 Cllr John Mansel Charles
 Cllr Alun Lenny
 Cllr Jeffrey Thomas
 Cllr Elwyn Williams
 Cllr Peter Hughes Griffiths
 Cllr Gareth Owen Jones
 Cllr Joseph Arthur Davies
 Cllr Pamela Ann Palmer
 Cllr Henry Irfon Jones
 Cllr David Davies
 Cllr William John Wyn Evans
 Cllr Lydia Mair Stephens
 Cllr George Nicholas Roystan Edwards
 Cllr Sian Mair Caiach
 Cllr John David James
 Cllr Patricia Ethel Mary Jones

Llangyndeyrn
Llanfihangel-Ar-Arth
Cynwyl Gaeo
Llanegwad
Carmarthen Town South
Carmarthen Town South
Llangunnor
Carmarthen Town North
Carmarthen Town North
Manordeilo and Salem
Abergwili
Cynwyl Elfed
Llansteffan
Llanddarog
St. Ishmael
Hengoed
Hengoed
Burry Port
Burry Port

Local authority planning department
 Carmarthenshire County Council Planning Services
Community councils
 Abergwili Community Council
 Bronwydd Community Council
 Carmarthen Community Council
 Llanarthney Community Council
 Llanddarog Community Council
 Llandyfaelog Community Council
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Llanegwad Community Council
Llanelli Rural Council
Llanfihangel Rhos-y-Corn Community Council
Llanfihangel-ar-Arth Community Council
Llanfynydd Community Council
Llangain Community Council
Llangunnwr Community Council
Llangyndeyrn Community Council
Llanllawddog Community Council
Llanllwni Community Council
Llanpumsaint Community Council
Llansawel Community Council
Pembrey and Burry Port Town Council
Talley Community Council

Specialist statutory consultees
 Areas Of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) Conservation Boards
 Arriva Trains Wales
 Brecon Beacons National Park Authority
 CADW
 Campaign for the Protection of Rural Wales
 Carmarthenshire County Council - officers
 Carmarthenshire County Council Highways
 Carmarthenshire Rivers Trust
 Ceredigion County Council Development Control Officer
 Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority Development Management
 Dyfed Archaeological Trust
 Dyfed Powys Local Resilience Forum
 Dyfed Powys Police
 Electricity generators with compulsory purchase order (CPO) powers
 First Great Western
 GTC Independent Distribution Network Operators (Independent Distribution Network
Operator)
 Head of Planning City & County of Swansea
 Pembrokeshire County Council Head of Planning
 Hywel Dda Health Board
 Mid and West Wales Fire and Rescue Service
 Ministry of Defence
 National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
 National Trust
 Natural Resources Wales
 Network Rail
 Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council North Team Leader
 Public Gas Transporter
 Red Kite Trust
 Royal Commission on Ancient and Historical Monuments of Wales
 Royal Society for the Protection of Birds
 Scottish and Southern (IDNO)
76

Interim Consultation Report
























South West Wales Integrated Transport Consortium (SWWITCH)
Powys County Council Specialist Services Manager
Telecoms (mobile providers)
The British Waterways Board
The Carmarthenshire Bird Club
The Civil Aviation Authority
The Coal Authority
The Crown Estate Commissioners
The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory Committee
The Equality and Human Rights Commission
The Gas and Electricity Markets Authority
The Health and Safety Executive
The Health Protection Agency
The Highways Agency
The Met Office
The Office of Rail Regulation and approved operators
The Rail Passengers Council
The Water Services Regulation Authority
The Wildlife Trust of South and West Wales
Welsh Government - officers
Welsh Language Commissioner
Welsh Water

Local amenity user groups
 Abergwili Angling Club
 Bike Brechfa
 Brechfa Forest Tourism Cluster Group
 Carmarthen Amateur Angling Association
 Carmarthen and District Angling Club
 Carmarthen and District Ramblers
 Carmarthen Coracle & Netsmen's Association
 Carmarthenshire Riders Group
 Clwb Godre’r Mynydd Du Shooting and Fishing Club
 Cog Nation
 Crosshands and District Angling Association
 Dinefwr Ramblers' Group
 Gwaun Cae Gurwen Angling Association
 Gwendraeth Valley Paddlers
 Hawk Adventures, Llanarthney
 Hills Farm Stables, Carmarthen
 Llandeilo Angling Association
 Llanelli Ramblers
 Ramblers Cymru
 British Horse Society Cymru
 Towy Valley Riding Club
 Towy Fishing Nantgaredig
 Bonkas 4x4 Wales
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Appendix C – Details of meetings and briefings
Monday 24 June 2013
Briefing delivered to local authority members
Attendees were:
 Cllr Alun Lenny
 Cllr Eirwyn Williams
 Cllr Henry Irfon Jones
 Cllr John Mansel Charles
 Cllr Lydia Mair Stephens
 Cllr Pamela Ann Palmer
 Cllr Peter Hughes Griffiths
 Cllr William John Wyn Evans
 Cllr Anthony Jones
 Cllr Cefin Campbell
 Cllr Hazel Evans
 Cllr Ivor Jackson
 Cllr Thomas Theophilus
 Cllr Sian Thomas

Tuesday 2 July 2013
Deliberative workshop 1 held at Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Representatives from the following organisations attended:
 Carmarthenshire Tourism Association
 Llandyfaelog Community Council
 Llanllawddog Community Council
 Llanpumsaint Community Council

Wednesday 3 July 2013
Deliberative workshop 2 held at Llanarthne Hall
Representatives from the following organisations attended:
 British Horse Society Cymru
 Bronwydd Community Council
 Llanarthne Community Council
 Llanddarog Community Council
 Llangunnor Community Council
 Llandeilo Angling Association

Tuesday 9 July 2013
 Briefing delivered to Rebecca Evans RAM and Joyce Watson RAM

Friday 12 July 2013
 Briefing delivered to Jonathan Edwards MP
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Monday 15 July 2013
 Briefing delivered to Llanelli Rural Council

Wednesday 17 July 2013
Deliberative workshop 3 held at Brechfa Church Hall
Representatives from the following organisations attended:
 Brechfa & Llanllwni Mountain Tourism Cluster
 Bronwydd Community Council
 Capel Dewi Community Association
 Carmarthenshire Tourism Association
 Llanegwad Community Council
 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn & Brechfa Community Association
 Llanfihangel Rhos Y Corn Community Council
 Llansawel Community

Tuesday 10 September
 Briefing delivered to Llanfihangel Ar Arth Community Council

Thursday 12 September
 Briefings delivered to Cllr Linda Evans, Llanfihangel Ar Arth ED
Thursday 19 September 2013
Site visit to view the existing Alltwalis Wind Farm to Rhos Substation overhead wood pole
connection. Attendees were:
 Cllr Henry Irfon Jones
 Cllr John Mansel Charles
 Cllr Dewi Williams
 Cllr John Davies James
 Cllr Alun Davies
 Cllr Thomas Theophilus
 Cllr Gwyneth Thomas
 Cllr Shirley Matthews

79

Interim Consultation Report

Appendix D – Information gathered at the deliberative workshops
WORKSHOP 1: LLANDYFAELOG, TUESDAY 2 JULY 2013
Item
no.

Topic and
consideration

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)

Action

Topic 1 – Leisure, tourism and community
1.1

1.2

Carmarthenshire
Tourist
Association
membership

Teifi Valley
Tourism
Association
(TVTA) members

Membership of the CTA is not spatially relevant
to corridor location, but the CTA may comment
on any application.

Project team to set up a meeting with
CTA in due course as part of
stakeholder consultation.

Link to Board of Directors:
http://www.carmarthenshiretourism.co.uk/index.p
hp?option=com_content&view=article&id=83&Ite
mid=70&lang=en
Link to staff:
http://www.carmarthenshiretourism.co.uk/index.p
hp?option=com_content&view=article&id=82&Ite
mid=69&lang=en
Members’ details are not available online.
Membership of the TVTA is not spatially relevant
to the corridor location, but members of the
TVTA may comment on any application.

Project team to contact TVTA during
Stage 2 consultation. TVTA
responded as part of the stage 1
consultation.

TVTA website provides an indication of holiday
accommodation in the locality (B&Bs, selfcatered accommodation etc).
http://www.teifivalleyholidays.co.uk/map.html

1.3

Footpaths/rights
of way/bridleways

Existing and proposed routes are likely to be
most relevant if they run within the proposed
cable corridor, or if proposed work is required
where a route crosses the corridor or runs
directly parallel with it.
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Project team to map principal
accommodation facilities within the
proposed route corridor options.
Most will have a limited spatial
impact, but note:
 ’Norwood Gardens and Tea
Room’ – has gardens open to the
public
 ’Y Tallard’ - may have wider
heritage significance; promotes
itself as being first mentioned in
1626, and on an old drover's
route (archaeologist to review)
 ‘Caer Delyn’ - includes an 18
acre smallholding
 ‘Penrhipyn Cottage’ – advertises
the fact that nesting Red Kites fly
over the site (ecologist to
review).
Project team (GIS specialist) to map
and confirm all rights of way
accurately - call Eirian Jones 01269
843 911 for definitive list. Add
footpaths from Llanarthne Parish.
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WORKSHOP 1: LLANDYFAELOG, TUESDAY 2 JULY 2013
Item
no.

Topic and
consideration

1.4

Llanpumsaint /
Alltwalis and ‘two
other’ walks

1.5

Community leaflet
to be sourced by
Elfyn Williams

1.6

Black cycle route
through Brechfa
and footpaths

1.7

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
The routes may be those walked by the
Llanpumsaint Walking Club (for example). The
routes vary. If footpaths, roads and natural
constraints are appropriately mapped, these
routes are unlikely to significantly affect the
preferred corridor.

Action

Unlikely to be relevant to preferred corridor
location. Spatial considerations depend on
whether there is relevant information contained
within the leaflet that warrants further
consideration.
‘Black cycle route’ maybe referred to as the
Raven Trail, Brechfa Forest. Spatial implications
for the preferred corridor are likely to be
addressed if the forested area is avoided, but if
this is not possible, the cycle routes should be
mapped and avoided if possible.

Elfyn Williams to source community
leaflet.

Tourism
operators around
the Towy and
within Brechfa
forest

Tourist attractions could have a bearing on the
preferred corridor location depending on the type
and size of attraction.

1.8

Cambrian
Mountains
Initiative (CMI)

1.9

Concerns
regarding
construction and
heavy vehicles

CMI encourages and supports the development
of sustainable, rural communities within the area
of the Cambrian Mountains (e.g. landscape
character, habitats, farmers, producers, rural
tourism).
This consideration is relevant to the wider
consideration of highways, noise and residential
areas in determining a preferred corridor
location.

1.10

New tourism
strategy released

A tourism strategy may contain useful high level
guidance.

1.11

Llandeilo Arts
Festival

1.12

Visit ‘Discover
Carmarthenshire’
for details of

Festivals take place in Llandeilo and their
location varies. Significant impacts would be
avoided if the preferred route corridor avoids
Llandeilo. Construction timings (if the corridor
runs through or near any significant settlement)
should be considered.
Tourist attractions may have a bearing on the
preferred corridor location:
http://www.discovercarmarthenshire.com/home/

Visit Wales website lists a number of attractions:
http://www.visitwales.com/attractionsearch/attraction-searchresults?location=carmarthen&industry=TEA&radi
us=10&filterIds=&city=&price
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Consider contacting Llanpumsaint
Walking Club in due course as part of
stakeholder consultation.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
all Brechfa Forest cycle routes:
http://www.mbwales.com/en/content/
cms/bases/brechfa/brechfa.aspx
(and footpaths, as identified at 1.3
above).
Project team (GIS specialist) to map
tourist facilities within the proposed
route corridor options, as follows:
 Carmarthen Castle and key
views
 Other tourist attractions as listed
at 1.12 and 2.8 below.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
extent of the CMI area:
http://cambrianmountains.co.uk/

Project team to consider potential
construction access routes with
reference to noise sensitive
properties and highways
considerations.
Strategy not yet located – the project
team is to discuss with the relevant
tourism contact.
None.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
the location of:
 Carmarthenshire County
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WORKSHOP 1: LLANDYFAELOG, TUESDAY 2 JULY 2013
Item
no.

Topic and
consideration
events, or contact
Hugh Parsons at
Carmarthenshire
County Council
(CCC)

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
attractions-list.html
Attractions map:
http://www.discovercarmarthenshire.com/maps/i
ndex.html

Action





Museum
Norwood Gardens, Llanllwni
Dolaucothi Gold Mine (National
Trust)
Other features listed at 1.7 and
1.2 above, and 2.8 below.

Topic 2: Environmental considerations
2.1

Area south of
Carmarthen
prone to flooding

Areas at high risk of flooding may pose a
constraint.

Project team (GIS specialist) have
mapped flood zones. RSK hydrology
team is looking at Carmarthen
crossing in more detail.

2.2

Information
panels about the
local community –
see
Llandyfaelog.org
Four Seasons at
Nantgaredig and
Wrights
Independent
Food Emporium –
see Ffres food
tourism website

This website provides general information about
Llandyfaelog and community events. No notable
significance for the preferred corridor.

Residents of Llandyfaelog to be
considered during Stage 2
consultation.

Four Seasons Health Club (Nantgaredig,
Carmarthen SA32 7NY) has links with local
supplier Wrights Independent Food Emporium.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
location.

2.3

2.4

Producers – Kid
Me Not

2.5

The Folly

2.6

2.7

2.8

Old Farm near
Carmarthen – Ty
Gwyn?
Carmarthen Civic
Society (CCS)

Merlin’s Hill –

Ffres food is a tourism initiative showcasing the
best ‘tastes of South West Wales’. It provides
connections between producers and consumers.
http://www.ffres.org/en/
Kid Me Not is a dairy goat farm: Ffynnongrech
Farm, Talley, Llandeilo SA19 7BZ.
The farm appears to fall to the far east of the
cable corridor options.
Unclear what ‘The Folly’ refers to. This may
possibly refer to Paxton’s Tower Lodge,
Llanarthney. It is either owned by the National
Trust, or possibly by the landowners in the
vicinity.
The Folly appears to fall outside (east) of the
cable corridor options.
Ty Gwyn is likely to refer to holiday
accommodation near Kidwelly. It appears to be
located just south of the corridor options.
CCS is not spatially relevant to corridor location,
but will take an active interest in development in
Carmarthen, and will respond to planning
application submissions.
Merlin's Hill is the site of an Iron Age hill fort. It
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None.

None.

None.

Project team to contact CCS during
Stage 2 consultation.

Project team (GIS) to map the
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WORKSHOP 1: LLANDYFAELOG, TUESDAY 2 JULY 2013
Item
no.

Topic and
consideration
panoramic views

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
appears to be located close to Abergwili. A
tourist attraction in this location is ‘Merlin's Hill
Centre’.
The current corridors avoid both of these
features.

Action

position of:
 Merlin’s Hill - Iron Age Hillfort
 ‘Merlin's Hill Centre’ at
Alltyfyrddin Farm, Abergwili
 Carmarthenshire County
Museum at Abergwili
 Other features at 1.2, 1.7 and
1.12 above also to be mapped.
Landscape to consider the impact of
development on views to and from
the hill fort.

2.9

Carmarthen Bird
Club (CBC)

CBC is not spatially relevant to corridor location,
but provides current bird sighting information.
http://www.carmarthenshirebirds.co.uk/

CBC was consulted as part of Stage
1 consultation and on the proposed
wintering bird survey work.

2.10

Plans to link
museum to quay
via cycle/walk
routes
Sustrans

If this is a commitment, the preferred link should
try to be avoided when selecting the preferred
corridor.

Further investigation maybe required
as it’s currently unclear what
development this might relate to.

See table for Workshop 3.

See table for Workshop 3.

Coastal path near
tower at EE46

Coastal paths to be considered and avoided.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
location of coastal paths.

2.11
2.12
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WORKSHOP 2: LLANARTHNE, WEDNESDAY 3 JULY 2013
Item
no.

Topic and
consideration

Comments (with reference to potential impact
on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)

Action

Topic 1 – Leisure, tourism and community
1.1
1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

National Botanical
Garden for Wales
Footpaths to the
south of the Towy

Concerns about not
being able to fish
due to construction
Proposed cycle
route on disused
railway
Carmarthenshire
Riders Group (long
distance route
through Brechfa).

1.6

Holidays for Horses

1.7

Great Dragon Ride

1.8

1.9

1.10

Gwili Railway tourist railway
running from Gwili
to Bronwydd
Cambrian Mountain
Initiative (CMI)

Possible shooting
location south of
Carmarthen

Located outside the corridor options.

None.

Existing and proposed routes are likely to be most
relevant if they run within the proposed cable
corridor, or if proposed work is required where a
route crosses the corridor or runs directly parallel
with it.
Construction impacts will be temporary.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
map and confirm all rights of way
accurately - call Eirian Jones
01269 843 911 for definitive list.

Cycle routes should be mapped and avoided if
possible.
Existing and proposed rights of way are likely to be
most relevant if they run within the proposed cable
corridor, or if proposed construction work is required
where a route crosses the corridor or runs directly
parallel with it.
Karen Burch at CRG:
http://www.carmsriders.com/contact-us
Holiday accommodation for horses and owners,
based on Anglesey. Now launching as a ‘project’
brand to promote Ceredigion as a destination for
equine tourism.
The ‘Great Dragon Ride’ is a route of around 293
miles through Wales from north to south - designed
on existing bridleways, byways and quiet lanes.
Existing and proposed rights of way are likely to be
most relevant if they run within the proposed cable
corridors, or if proposed work is required where a
route crosses the corridor or runs directly parallel
with it.
Steam train excursions. The railway is a relevant
consideration alongside other infrastructure:
http://www.gwili-railway.co.uk
CMI encourages and supports the development of
sustainable, rural communities within the area of the
Cambrian Mountains (e.g. landscape character,
habitats, farmers, producers, rural tourism). Likely
constraint to corridor option.
This description is not detailed enough to aid an
understanding of the location of where the potential
shooting area is located. Existing clay pigeon
shooting takes place from various locations in
Carmarthen (e.g. Plas Alltyferin, Nantgaredig).
Unlikely to represent a significant constraint in its
own right.
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Project team to consider location
of watercourses and inland water
bodies.
This route has been added to the
workshop map.
Project team (GIS specialist) to
map all rights of way accurately
(including bridleways) - call Eirian
Jones 01269 843 911 for
definitive list.

None.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
map all rights of way accurately
(including bridleways) - call Eirian
Jones 01269 843 911 for
definitive list.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
map the railway route.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
map extent of the CMI area:
http://cambrianmountains.co.uk/

None. Risks to be reviewed when
considering cable route.
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1.11

Police station mast
(the Helipad is no
longer in use)

Comments (with reference to potential impact
on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
The meaning and location of ‘police station mast’ is
unclear. The nearest police station within the
corridor options is at Llangunnor, Carmarthen. Any
telecommunications mast could represent a
constraint for the cable route.
A helipad is noted at Brechfa Forest Arms:
http://www.helipad.co.uk/Helicopter0077v01record4
58.htm

1.12

Showgrounds at
Pontargothi and
Llanddarog

The cable corridor should avoid the helipad if it is
still in use.
Sioe Pontargothi (Cothi Bridge) show is held
annually (last Saturday of May). It is unclear
whether there is a permanent showground here.
Llanddarog show-field is here:
http://www.sioellanddarogshow.co.uk/new-map-aplan.html

1.13

Residential
development at
Nant y Caws

Given the importance of showgrounds to the local
agricultural and tourist economy, the preferred
corridor should avoid these features if possible.
Nant y Caws is located just east of Carmarthen and
north of the A48.

Action

Project team (GIS specialist) is to
map position of helipad and
police station.
Further investigation required
regarding the helipad and any
buffer zones.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
note location of Cothi Bridge, and
associated showground (if
possible to determine), and
location of the Llanddarog showfield.

This is likely to be avoided as the
south corridor is so wide.

Topic 2 – Environmental considerations
2.1

Waste recycling at
Nant y Caws and
lapwing birds
present

The waste recycling centre is a public facility that
should be noted:
http://www.cwmenvironmental.co.uk/Default.aspx

The lapwings could represent a constraint, and this
requires further investigation.

2.2

Flooding – concerns
of debris build-up
behind poles

2.3

Tidal water

2.4

Dolaucothi –
National Trust

Project team (GIS specialist) to
map location of Nant y Caws
household recycling centre at
Llanddarog Rd, Carmarthen
SA32 8BG.

Areas at high risk of flooding may pose a constraint
to the corridor location.

Project ecologists are aware of
the lapwings and they will form
part of the project considerations.
Project team (GIS specialist) has
mapped the flood zones.

Debris build-up in the context of flooding is relevant
to the detailed consideration of the cable route.
Areas at high risk of flooding may pose a constraint
to the corridor location.

Project team (GIS specialist) has
mapped the flood zones.

This refers to the Dolaucothi Gold Mine, owned by
the National Trust. The preferred corridor should
avoid this area.
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Project team (GIS specialist) to
map the location of the
Dolaucothi Gold Mine and any
associated National Trust land.
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2.5

What if the course
of River Towy
changes?

2.6

Mobile home
development at
Llangunnor and
bats in the area

Mobile home development at Llangunnor.

2.7

Woodland areas

2.8

Definitive rights of
way map

2.9

Commercial
ballooning
Carmarthen
canoe/kayak club

Woodland areas may be sensitive and should be
mapped.
Existing and proposed rights of way are likely to be
most relevant if they run within the proposed cable
corridor, or if proposed work is required where a
route crosses the corridor or runs directly parallel
with it.
‘Hot air balloon flight path’ already marked on map.
http://www.floatingoverwales.co.uk/
Various canoe clubs are located at and to near
riverside locations. The most relevant may be
Garreg Wen, Golden Grove, Llanarthney SA32 8JR.
These attractions should be avoided if possible but
are unlikely to represent a significant constraint to
selecting the preferred corridor.
These are racing stables based at Felinfach Racing
Stables, Bronwydd Arms, Carmarthen SA33 6BE.
The site covers 42 acres including all-weather
gallops, and appears to have a helipad.
http://www.alisonthorperacing.co.uk/ContactUs.html

2.10

2.11

Alison Thorpe
Stables

2.12

Zorbing

2.13

Hang gliders

2.14

Endurance Horse
Riders Association
Carmarthen College

2.15
2.16

River erosion has
previously caused
major roadworks in
Carmarthenshire.

Comments (with reference to potential impact
on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
Areas at high risk of flooding may pose a constraint
to the corridor location. Seasonal changes to the
River Towy may also pose a significant constraint.

Bats may pose a constraint in terms of habitat loss
and temporary construction effects. Any notable
flight paths and foraging areas should be avoided.

Zorbing locations are not necessarily fixed locations
that can be accounted for. Pembrey Country Park
offers this activity but it falls outside the corridor
options.
No known hang gliding locations have been
identified in the cable corridor options.

Endurance rides take place across the UK.
Carmarthen College is not located within the
corridor options.
Areas at high risk of flooding may pose a constraint
when selecting the preferred corridor. Stability of
river banks is a consideration.
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Action

Seasonality of the Rover Towy,
and its susceptibility to changes
in course, to be considered by
RSK, to enable GIS specialist to
map any possible changes to the
river channel.
Investigate the planning
application for the mobile home
development if it falls within a
preferred corridor.
Ecologist to consider presence of
bats and foraging areas.
Project team (GIS specialist) has
mapped the woodland areas.
Project team (GIS specialist) to
map all rights of way accurately
(including bridleways) - call Eirian
Jones 01269 843 911 for
definitive list.
None.
The location appears to be
outside the existing corridors.

The project team (GIS specialist)
to map the location of Felinfach
Stables and its associated
grounds. Although it’s not within
the corridors, further investigation
is required regarding the helipad
and any buffer zones.
None.

In the event that specific hang
gliding locations are identified,
further investigation and inclusion
maybe required.
None.
None.
Stability of the river banks is to
be considered by RSK, to enable
GIS specialist to map any
possible changes to the river
channels.
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2.17

Towy Valley – otters
and fishing

Comments (with reference to potential impact
on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
Otters may pose a constraint when selecting the
preferred corridor.
Angling locations are identified here:
http://www.caaassoc.co.uk/angling%20locations%20main%20page
.htm
and here:
http://www.visit.carmarthenshire.gov.uk/maps/fishin
g-map.html

Action

Ecologist to consider presence of
otters to enable GIS specialist to
map this constraint.
GIS specialist to potentially map
principal angling locations in the
event that the rivers Towy, Gwili
or Cothi fall within a preferred
corridor.

Concerns regarding potentially being unable to fish
during the construction period and making fishing
location less attractive and therefore creating
potential impacts to tourism.
2.18

2.19

2.20
2.21

2.22

2.23

Archaeological
considerations at
Nantgaredig
View form Merlin’s
Hill

The rocks fishing
pool
Towy Riders
Cycling Group
Fishing groups

Abercothi Estate

Heritage assets may pose a significant constraint
when selecting the preferred corridor option,
depending on the significance of the asset.
Merlin's Hill is the site of an Iron Age hill fort. It
appears to be located close to Abergwili. A tourist
attraction in this location is ‘Merlin's Hill Centre’.
The current corridors avoid both of these features.
It is unclear precisely what and where this is.
The spatial implications of the Towy Riders Cycle
Club (if any) are unclear:
http://www.towyriders.org.uk/
Angling locations are identified here:
http://www.caaassoc.co.uk/angling%20locations%20main%20page
.htm and here:
http://www.visit.carmarthenshire.gov.uk/maps/fishin
g-map.html
Concerns regarding potentially being unable to fish
during the construction period and making fishing
location less attractive and therefore creating
potential impacts to tourism.
Abercothi Estate is a fishery near Nantgaredig with
on-site accommodation. Angling locations are
shown here:
http://fpoint.rskensr.local/FocalPoint/Default.aspx

Archaeologist to consider the
significance of heritage assets at
Nantgaredig.
Project team (GIS specialist) to
consider the impact of
development on views to and
from the hill fort.
None at this stage.
None.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
potentially map principal angling
locations in the event that the
rivers Towy, Gwili or Cothi fall
within a preferred corridor.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
potentially map principal angling
locations.

Dashwood
2.24

Pontargothi
agricultural show

‘Dashwood’ is unclear.
As 1.12 above.

As 1.12 above.

87

Interim Consultation Report

WORKSHOP 3: BRECHFA, WEDNESDAY 17 JULY 2013
Item
no.
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Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)

Action

Topic 1 – Leisure, tourism and community
1.1

1.2

1.3

Towy - Cothi
driving tour
(indicated by the
brown tourist
signs) is run by
Carmarthenshire
County Council
(CCC)
National Botanical
Gardens of Wales

If principal transport routes are avoided, this
should not present a significant constraint to
selecting the choice of preferred corridor.

None.

Located outside the corridor options.

None.

Showground at
Nantgaredig,
Pontargothi.

Sioe Pontargothi (Cothi Bridge) show is held
annually (last Saturday of May). It is unclear
whether there is a permanent showground here.

Project team (GIS specialist) to note
location of Cothi Bridge, and
associated showground (if possible
to determine).

Given the importance of showgrounds to the
local agricultural and tourist economy, the
preferred corridor should avoid these features if
possible.
1.4

Abercothi Estate
– Junction Pool,
salmon fishing

Abercothi Estate is a fishery near Nantgaredig,
with on-site accommodation. Angling locations
are shown here:
http://fpoint.rskensr.local/FocalPoint/Default.asp
x
Entry to mountain bike routes will presumably be
via designated roads and routes, which are to be
mapped and noted by GIS specialist, and
therefore should not represent a significant
constraint to selecting the preferred corridor.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
potentially map principal angling
locations.

1.5

Mountain bike
entry to routes

1.6

Vintage car/bike
rally

The vintage car rally will presumably be via
designated roads, which are to be mapped and
noted by GIS specialist, and therefore should
not represent a significant constraint to selecting
the preferred corridor.

None.

1.7

Charity cycle
rides – Merlin

Charity events may affect construction timings,
but are unlikely to affect selecting the preferred
route corridor; however, note constraints
associated with Merlin Hill area as identified on
the tables for Workshop 1 and 2.

None at this stage.

1.8

Gwili Railway tourist railway
running from Gwili
to Bronwydd

Steam train excursions. The railway is a
relevant consideration alongside other
infrastructure.
http://www.gwili-railway.co.uk

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
the railway route.
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1.9

Conservation
area at
Abergorlech
RAC Rally

1.10
1.11

Cothi salmon
fishing (three
clubs and night
fishing)

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
Conservation areas could pose a significant
constraint to preferred corridor options.

Action

GB World Rally route already plotted.

None.

Salmon fishing already plotted.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
potentially map principal angling
locations in the event that the rivers
Towy, Gwili or Cothi fall within a
preferred corridor.

Angling locations are identified here:
http://www.caaassoc.co.uk/angling%20locations%20main%20p
age.htm

The project team (GIS specialist) has
mapped all conservation areas.

and here:
http://www.visit.carmarthenshire.gov.uk/maps/fis
hing-map.html
Concerns regarding potentially being unable to
fish during the construction period and making
fishing location less attractive and therefore
creating potential impacts to tourism.
It is unclear what this relates to, but if this is a
heritage constraint, it should be noted as part of
that work.

1.12

Disused water
well

1.13

Historic old
chapel – Panteg

Panteg is located near Llanelli and falls outside
the corridor options.

None.

1.14

View towards the
valley from the
main road

It is unclear which view this might refer to, but
significant views will be considered as part of
preferred corridor selection.

Significant viewpoints to be agreed
with the Local Planning Authority
(LPA).

1.15

Four Seasons
Health and
Leisure Club
spa/restaurant

Four Seasons Health and Leisure Club
(Nantgaredig, Carmarthen SA32 7NY) – has
links with local supplier Wrights Independent
Food Emporium.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
location.

Note as part of heritage/archaeology
survey work if relevant.

No notable significance for the selection of the
preferred corridor.
1.16

Black Lion,
Abergorlech

1.17

Y Polyn
restaurant (AA
restaurant of the
year for Wales
2009 – 2010)
Peniel School and
Nantgaredig
School

1.18

Located on Abergorlech Road SA32 7SN.
Appears to be within an attractive setting by the
river. No other notable significance for the
selection of the preferred corridor.
Located at Capel Dewi SA32 7LH. Appears to
be within an attractive setting by the river. No
other notable significance for the selection of the
preferred corridor.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
location.

New residential development poses a constraint.

Already mapped by the project team
(GIS specialist).
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Project team (GIS specialist) to map
location.
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1.19

Red Kites /otters /
kingfishers

1.20

Masons Arms, a
pub at Alltwalis

1.21

River Towy –
major fishing area

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
Could have significant bearing on any preferred
corridor.

Action

Located at Alltwalis SA32 7AB. No notable
significance for the selection of the preferred
corridor.
Salmon fishing already plotted.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
location.

Angling locations are identified here:
http://www.caaassoc.co.uk/angling%20locations%20main%20p
age.htm

Ecologist to investigate the
significance and spatial implications
of these species to enable mapping
by the GIS specialist.

Project team (GIS specialist) to
potentially map principal angling
locations in the event that the rivers
Towy, Gwili or Cothi fall within a
preferred corridor.

and here:
http://www.visit.carmarthenshire.gov.uk/maps/fis
hing-map.html
Concerns regarding potentially being unable to
fish during the construction period and making
fishing location less attractive and therefore
creating potential impacts to tourism.
1.22

Preferred
crossing marked
on map

There is no narrative to support the preferred
crossing point.

1.23

Hotels/B&Bs/
holiday cottages –
Capel Dewi,
Brechfa

Most will have a limited spatial impact.
GIS specialist to map principal accommodation
facilities within the proposed route corridor
options.

1.24

Bridleway, long
distance route,
concerns with
horses, safety etc.

Existing and proposed rights of way are likely to
be most relevant if they run within the proposed
cable corridor, or if proposed work is required
where a route crosses the corridor or runs
directly parallel with it.

The project team (GIS specialist) to
map all rights of way accurately
(which will include bridleways) - call
Eirian Jones 01269 843 911 for
definitive list.

1.25

River Cothi and
losing tourism
attraction.
Fishing. Local
business impact.
Views to Brechfa
Forest. Views to
Cambrian
Mountains
Clay pigeon
shooting once a
month at Nant Y

Loss of tourism associated with fishing, and
impact on keys views are noted, as previously
set out within this table.

Noted.

Existing clay pigeon shooting takes place from
various locations in Carmarthen. Unlikely to
represent a significant constraint when selecting

None. Risks to be reviewed when
considering preferred corridor
selection and specific cable route.

1.26
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The project team (GIS specialist) will
potentially need to revisit this
depending on the outcome of the
preferred corridor selection.
Project team (GIS specialist) to map
holiday accommodation as listed
within the table from Workshop 1.

Interim Consultation Report

WORKSHOP 3: BRECHFA, WEDNESDAY 17 JULY 2013
Item
no.

1.27

1.28

Topic and
consideration
Caws and more
frequently in
summer
Clay pigeon
shoots at
Llanfynydd
Hotel and spa
development near
Pantglas

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
a preferred corridor.

Action

Existing clay pigeon shooting takes place from
various locations in Carmarthen. Unlikely to
represent a significant constraint when selecting
a preferred corridor.
This may refer to this major development:
http://www.dailymail.co.uk/travel/article2079918/Developers-plan-50m-West-Walesholiday-village-Chinese-tourists.html

None. Risks to be reviewed when
considering preferred corridor
selection and specific cable route.
Outside corridor options but GIS
specialist is to map location and
review upon corridor selection.

This land should be avoided due to the potential
for significant impacts on local tourism growth
aspirations. Pantglas Hall is located at
Llanfynydd, Carmarthenshire SA32 7BY
1.29

Pine martens at
Gwernogle village

Could have significant bearing on any preferred
corridor.

Ecologist to investigate the
significance and spatial implications
to enable mapping by the GIS
specialist.

1.30

Local funding to
work with Dyfed
Archaeology Trust
to identify further
archaeology sites
to promote
tourism at
Llanllwni
Mountain

Heritage assets may pose a potentially
significant constraint to the preferred corridor
option.

Archaeologist to note any significant
local assets in this area so that GIS
specialist can map and incorporate
these.

1.31

Hot air balloon
company ‘Floating
Sensations’
operates in
Brechfa area

Hot air balloon flight path already mapped.

None.

1.32

Former railway
line steam railway
to Llanpumsaint.
Plans to extend
the railway down
to Carmarthen
and suggestion
that the OHL
could follow the
railway line

This refers to the Gwili Railway steam train
excursions. The railway is a relevant
consideration alongside other infrastructure.

The project team (GIS specialist) is
to map the railway route.

Village events at
Alltwalis including

Annual events to be noted, but unless this is a
significant showground, it is unlikely to have

1.33

Their proposal to extend the railway is a
consideration to be aware of.
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note location of any showground (if
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annual fete

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
significant bearing on the selection of the
preferred corridor option.
However, note the Alltwalis wind farm, which will
be a significant constraint.
http://www.alltwaliswindfarm.co.uk/

Action

possible to determine).
GIS specialist to map the extent of
the wind farm.

Topic 2 – Environmental considerations
2.1

Regular flooding
near Carmarthen

Broadly identified east of Carmarthen.

None.

2.2

Hedgerow
butterfly surveys
in Brechfa

Possible constraint to be explored further.

Ecologist to note the spatial impact of
any notable butterfly species to
enable GIS specialist to map their
location.

2.3

Husky running in
Brechfa

It is presumed that husky running routes will
include cleared areas, but no details of routes
appear to be available online.

None at this stage.

2.4

4x4 rally routes

Rally route already mapped.

None.

2.5

Lampeter
motorbike group

It is assumed that bikers will be travelling on
named roads, which are already noted and
mapped.

None.

2.6

Cairn – views
from high point on
mountain

It is unclear which views this might refer to, but
significant views will be considered as part of
preferred corridor selection.

Significant viewpoints to be agreed
with the LPA.

2.7

Woodland Trust:
Champion Trees

http://www.treeregister.org/pdf/Champion%20Tr
ees%20native%20species%20May%202011.pdf

2.8

Construction:
access points and
disruption

The significance of construction impacts will be
considered.

The tree register does not identify
any champion trees in
Carmarthenshire.
None at this stage.

2.9

Butterfly surveys
(Brown
Hairstreak) at Pib
and Morlais
valleys

Possible constraint to be explored further.

Ecologist to note the spatial impact of
any notable butterfly species to
enable GIS specialist to map their
location.

2.10

Carmarthenshire
Anglers have
received grant for
car park and to
plant trees along
the river bank at
Capel Dewi

This will need to be considered alongside
considerations relating to tourism impacts, with
reference to angling, and also with regard to
proximity of new development to the river.

None at this stage.
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2.11

Lichens at Pentrig
– Theresa
Greenway is the
key contact
Flooding and
groundwater
conditions/water
runoff issues /
concerns with
increased flooding
Historic walking
route connects
coastal path from
Bishops Palace to
St Peters
B4310 is a busy
road due to
mountain bike
groups travelling
to the area
Accident black
spot at
Nantgaredig /
Pontargothi
Brechfa Forest
Garden project is
being promoted
and connects the
walkway from
Abergorlech

2.12

2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17

2.18

2.19

Comments (with reference to potential
impact on the route corridors during Stage 1
Consultation)
Possible constraint to be explored further.

Action

Ecologist to note the spatial impact of
any notable lichens to enable GIS
specialist to map their location.

Areas at high risk of flooding may pose a
constraint to the corridor location.

The project GIS specialist has
mapped flood zones.

Existing and proposed rights of way are likely to
be most relevant if they run within the proposed
cable corridor, or if proposed work is required
where a route crosses the corridor or runs
directly parallel with it.
Noted.

Project team (GIS specialist) to map
all rights of way accurately (including
bridleways) - call Eirian Jones 01269
843 911 for definitive list.
None.

Noted.

None.

This part of the forest represents a significant
constraint, as it contains rare tree species.
Access is from a picnic site at Abergorlech.

The project team (GIS specialist) to
map the Brechfa Forest Garden.

http://www.forestry.gov.uk/website/ourwoods.nsf
/LUWebDocsByKey/WalesCarmarthenshireNoF
orestBrechfaAbergorlechPicnicSiteBrechfaFores
tGardens

Moth group –
Sam Bosanquet is
the key contact
Carmarthen
Ramblers and sub
groups

Possible constraint to be explored further.

Existing and proposed rights of way are likely to
be most relevant if they run within the proposed
cable corridor, or if proposed work is required
where a route crosses the corridor or runs
directly parallel with it.

Ecologist to note the spatial impact of
any notable moth species to enable
GIS specialist to map their location.
The project team (GIS specialist) to
map all rights of way accurately
(which will include bridleways) - call
Eirian Jones 01269 843 911 for
definitive list.

Historic Church of
St Michael at
Llanfihangel Rhos
Y Corn

Grade II listed church, which should be avoided.
http://www.britishlistedbuildings.co.uk/wa-15632church-of-st-michael-llanfihangel-rhos-y-/osmap

The project team (GIS specialist) has
mapped all listed buildings within
corridors.
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Appendix F - Key stakeholder communications correspondence sent during
Stage 1 Consultation
Letter Reference
WPD/AH/001

Recipient
County Councillors

Context
Offer of project briefing for
Councillors

Date Sent
04/06/2013

WPD/AH/002

Community Council
Clerks

Invitation to attend
workshops

04/06/2013

WPD/AH/003

User Groups

Invitation to attend
workshops

04/06/2013

BFC/AH/004

MPs

Offer of personal project
briefing

04/06/2013

WPD/AH/005

Burry Port
Community Council

Offer of project briefing for
Community Council

04/06/2013

BFC/AH/001

Workshop
Attendees

Requesting feedback on
the topics covered at the
workshops

17/07/2013

BFC/AH/010

User Groups (not
attending
workshops)

Requesting feedback on
the topics covered at the
workshops

23/07/2013

BFC/AH/011

Community Council
Clerks (not
attending
workshops)
Joyce Watson RAM

Requesting feedback on
the topics covered at the
workshops

23/07/2013

Requesting feedback on
the topics covered in the
briefing. (Enc: Info Pack)

23/07/2013

BFC/AH/013

BFC/AH/014

Rebecca Evans
RAM

Requesting feedback on
the topics covered in the
briefing. (Enc: Info Pack)

23/07/2013

BFC/AH/015

Meinir Bartlett, FUW

(Enc: Info Pack and
Project Leaflets)

23/07/2013

BFC/AH/016

Statutory
Consultees (61)

Requesting feedback
before 27 September
2013

01/08/2013

BFC/AH/017

D Probert, Pembrey
& Burry Port Town
Clerk

Offer of briefing for Town
Council (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

06/08/2013
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BFC/AH/018

Nia Griffith MP and
Keith Davies AM,
Llanelli

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

06/08/2013

BFC/AH/019

MPs, AMs and
RAMs

Requesting feedback on
the proposals and offering
a personal briefing

09/08/2013

BFC/AH/020

Jonathan Edwards,
MP

Requesting feedback
before 27 September
2013

09/08/2013

BFC/AH/021

Mark James (CCC
Chief Exec)

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

27/08/2013

BFC/AH/022

Kevin Madge

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

27/08/2013

BFC/AH/023

Cllr Palmer

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

27/08/2013

BFC/AH/024

Cllr Devichand

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

27/08/2013

BFC/AH/025

Cllr Griffiths

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Project
Leaflet)

27/08/2013

BFC/AH/026

County Councillors
not at briefing on
23rd June

Offer of personal project
briefing. (Enc: Info Pack)

30/08/2013

BFC/AH/027

County Councillors
that did attend
briefing on 23rd June

Requesting feedback
before 27 September
2013 (Enc: Info Pack)

30/08/2013

BFC/AH/030

User Groups /
Community Council
Clerks

Reminder of close of
Stage 1 Consultation

12/09/2013

BFC/AH/031

MPs, AMs & RAMs

Reminder of close of
Stage 1 Consultation

17/09/2013

BFC/AH/032

Statutory
Consultees

Reminder of close of
Stage 1 Consultation

17/09/2013

BFC/AH/034

Nia Griffith MP

Enc: Maps requested at

08/10/2013
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meeting
BFC/AH/035

J Edwards MP and
RG Thomas AM

Acknowledge formal
consultation response and
offer a further project
briefing.
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Ref: WPD/AH/001
4 June 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to offer a briefing on Western Power Distribution’s proposed electricity
connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need to
make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and your ward may potentially be affected by our proposal. In June
2013 we will start consultation on route corridor options - corridors of land in which we could
site the proposed connection - that we have identified during these detailed studies. As part
of this consultation, during June and July we will be meeting with ward councillors,
community councillors and representatives of groups who have a vested interest in the
community so we can explain more about our proposals and seek their views.
With this in mind I would like to arrange to meet with you in the next few weeks to discuss
our proposals in greater detail. As you are a statutory consultee for this project, we are very
keen to receive any feedback and information you may have which would help us determine
which route corridor is most suitable for the proposed connection.
In line with the council’s protocol for arranging a meeting like this, all information has been
sent to the planning department and Colin Davies, Head of Democratic Services, so that
they can coordinate a meeting between Western Power Distribution and the relevant council
members.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide additional information on
the proposed connection.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours faithfully

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: WPD/AH/002
4 June 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to invite you / members of your community council to a workshop to discuss
Western Power Distribution’s proposed electricity connection between the proposed Brechfa
Forest wind farms and Swansea North Substation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need to
make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and your community council may potentially be affected by our
proposal. In June 2013 we will start consultation on route corridor options - corridors of land
in which we could site the proposed connection - that we have identified during these
detailed studies. As part of this consultation, we are inviting community councillors and
representatives of groups who have a vested interest in the community to attend one of a
series of workshops in Carmarthenshire during July so we can explain more about our
proposals and seek their views.
Each workshop will last a full day with refreshments and lunch provided, and will involve a
series of short presentations by project team members followed by a question and answer
session. We will then seek your community council’s views on four key areas:
 Leisure, tourism and community considerations
 Environmental considerations
 Future communication about the project
 Other local factors to consider
We will use the information and feedback provided at the workshop and in the weeks
following to help us determine which route corridor is most suitable for the proposed
connection.
We will be holding four workshops, each at a different location, and would like
representatives from your community council to attend one of these workshops.
The dates and locations of the workshops are:
Workshop 1
Date:
Tuesday 2 July 2013
Time:
9.30am to 4.30pm
Venue:
Llandyfaelog Community Hall, Llandyfaelog, SA17 5PA
Workshop 2
Date:
Wednesday 3 July 2013
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Time:
Venue:

9.30am to 4.30pm
Neuadd Llanarthne Village Hall, Llanarthne, SA32 8JD

Workshop 3
Date:
Wednesday 17 July 2013
Time:
9.30am to 4.30pm
Venue:
Brechfa Church Hall, Brechfa, SA32 7RA
Workshop 4
Date:
Thursday 18 July 2013
Time:
9.30am to 4.30pm
Venue:
Canolfan Waunifor Centre, Maesycrugiau, Nr Pencader, SA39 9LX
I would be grateful if you could issue and coordinate the invitation to your councillors and let
us know which workshop you would like to attend by using the reply slip and prepaid
envelope provided. We will need to receive the reply slip by 21 June 2013, indicating which
workshop you are able to attend, so that we can arrange the catering.
Full details of the workshops will be sent to confirmed attendees before the event.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide additional information on
the proposed connection.
If you have any questions about the project, the workshops or the content of this letter
please call our community relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: WPD/AH/003
4 June 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to invite you to a workshop to discuss Western Power Distribution’s proposed
electricity connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation as you are a representative of a local leisure organisation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need to
make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and the area your group operates in may potentially be affected by
our proposal. In June 2013 we will start consultation on route corridor options - corridors of
land in which we could site the proposed connection - that we have identified during these
detailed studies. As part of this consultation, we are inviting representatives of groups who
have a vested interest in the area and community council representatives to attend one of a
series of workshops in Carmarthenshire during July so we can explain more about our
proposals and seek your views.
Each workshop will last a full day with refreshments and lunch provided, and will involve a
series of short presentations by project team members followed by a question and answer
session. We will then seek your views on four key areas:
 Leisure, tourism and community considerations
 Environmental considerations
 Future communication about the project
 Other local factors to consider
We will use the information and feedback you provide both at the workshop and in the weeks
following to help us determine which route corridor is most suitable for the proposed
connection.
We will be holding four workshops, each at a different location, and would like a
representative of your organisation to attend one of these workshops.
The dates and locations of the workshops are:
Workshop 1
Date:
Tuesday 2 July 2013
Time:
9.30am to 4.30pm
Venue:
Llandyfaelog Community Hall, Llandyfaelog, SA17 5PA
Workshop 2
Date:
Wednesday 3 July 2013
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Time:
Venue:

9.30am to 4.30pm
Neuadd Llanarthne Village Hall, Llanarthne, SA32 8JD

Workshop 3
Date:
Wednesday 17 July 2013
Time:
9.30am to 4.30pm
Venue:
Brechfa Church Hall, Brechfa, SA32 7RA
Workshop 4
Date:
Thursday 18 July 2013
Time:
9.30am to 4.30pm
Venue:
Canolfan Waunifor Centre, Maesycrugiau, Nr Pencader, SA39 9LX
I would be grateful if you could let us know which workshop you would like to attend by using
the reply slip and prepaid envelope provided. We will need to receive your reply slip by 21
June 2013, indicating which workshop you are able to attend, so that we can arrange the
catering.
If you are unable to attend any of these dates, please ask a colleague to attend in your place
as it is important to us that we hear your organisation’s views.
Full details of the workshops will be sent to confirmed attendees before the event.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide additional information on
the proposed connection.
If you have any questions about the project, the workshops or the content of this letter
please call our community relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
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Ref: BFC/AH/004
4 June 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to offer a personal briefing on Western Power Distribution’s proposed electricity
connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need to
make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and we have determined that your constituency will be affected by
our proposal. In June 2013 we will start consultation on route corridor options - corridors of
land in which we could site the proposed connection - that we have identified during these
detailed studies. As part of this consultation, during June and July we will be meeting with
ward councillors, community councillors and representatives of groups who have a vested
interest in the community so we can explain more about our proposals and seek their views.
Due to the high profile nature of the project, I would like to offer you a briefing to discuss our
proposals and to explain how we are going to consult with the communities potentially
affected. If you feel this would be beneficial please contact my colleague, Jason Pacey, on
the number at the top of this letter to arrange a suitable date and venue.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide additional information on
the proposed connection.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
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Ref: WPD/AH/005
4 June 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to offer your community council a briefing on Western Power Distribution’s
proposed electricity connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and
Swansea North Substation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need to
make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify how we could connect the
proposed wind farms. These have shown that in addition to a new 132kV overhead line
between Brechfa Forest and Llandyfaelog, south of Carmarthen, we will need to put in two
short connections between existing electricity towers that are located in your community,
near New Lodge Substation.
Later this month we will start consultation on our proposal and as part of this we would like to
arrange a meeting with your community council so we can explain more about our proposals
and the work involved in your area. To arrange a meeting please contact my colleague,
Jason Pacey, on the number at the top of this letter to arrange a suitable date and time.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide you with additional
information on the proposed connection.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.

Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/001
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – consultation feedback
Thank you for attending today’s workshop. I hope you found the information provided useful.
As explained at the workshop, during this stage of consultation we would like to build on the
discussion which took place and find out more information on the areas and communities
potentially affected by the route corridors. To help your organisation provide this
information and formulate your response, I have detailed below the topics and questions
which were discussed.
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
1. Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within the
corridors that you think we have not captured?
2. Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
3. Are there any seasonal or short term temporary leisure or community land uses we
need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
Environmental considerations
1. Are there any local environmental issues which you feel may affect our proposals?
(e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic congestion, localised flooding
issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
2. Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise specific
concerns for you on an environmental basis?
3. Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the area
defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project, the community council and the public
1. Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate with
your community? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings,
Twitter, Facebook)
2. Are there any people or groups in your community who might be considered hard to
reach or less willing to engage? If so, who are they and how might we engage with
them?
3. Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more information on,
either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily understood?

Other local factors to consider
1. Are there any energy, employment, housing or infrastructure proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. solar energy projects, small
scale wind turbines, roads, business units, bridle paths)
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2. Are there any annual events which take place in the area which involve restrictions
to the road network or road closures which could affect construction activity? (e.g.
cycle races, shows, fairs)
3. Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account that
have not already been considered?

I would be grateful if you could arrange for your co-ordinated response to be sent to us
either by Freepost or email by Friday 27 September 2013.
If you have any questions about the project or the feedback required please call the project
community relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours faithfully

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Encs.
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Ref: BFC/AH/010 & BFC/AH/011
23 July 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – consultation feedback
As part of the first stage of our consultation process we invited you to attend one of the
consultation workshops that we’ve held over the last few weeks. Unfortunately no one from
your group / Community Council was able to attend the workshops.
We are still very keen to find out if you have any local information you can share with us
which may assist us in the selection of a preferred corridor for the Brechfa Forest
connection. With this in mind I have enclosed an information pack which contains various
reports and documents that were shared and discussed during the workshops.
To help you provide this information, I have detailed below the topics and questions which
were discussed at the workshops.
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
4. Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within the
corridors that you think we have not captured?
5. Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals which may affect our
proposals, that you think we may not be aware of? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
6. Are there any seasonal or short-term temporary leisure or community land uses we
need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
Environmental considerations
4. Are there any local environmental issues which you feel may affect our proposals?
(e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic congestion, localised flooding
issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
5. Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise specific
concerns for you on an environmental basis?
6. Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the area
defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project and your group
4. Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate with
your group? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings, Twitter,
Facebook)
5. Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more information on,
either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily understood?
Other local factors to consider
4. Are there any annual events that take place in the area which involve restrictions to
the road network or road closures that could affect construction activity? (e.g. cycle
races, shows, fairs)
5. Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account that
have not already been considered?
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I would be grateful if you could arrange for your group’s coordinated response to be sent to
us either by Freepost or email by Friday, 27 September 2013.
If you have any questions about anything enclosed, please do contact the Community
Relations Team on 0800 019 3518.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
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Ref: BFC/AH/013 & BFC/AH/014
23 July 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – consultation feedback
Thank you for meeting with members of our project team last week and I hope you found
the briefing useful. As promised at the end of our meeting, I have enclosed an information
pack on the project. The pack contains various reports and documents relating to the
connection project which I hope you find of interest.
We explained during our meeting that at this stage of the consultation process we seeking
information and feedback from various stakeholders and consultees on our route corridor
options. As a consultee in the process, any feedback or information you can provide on the
proposed corridors would also be very helpful.
To help all those involved respond to this stage of the consultation process we have
detailed four topics and questions in relation to the corridor options, these are:
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
7. Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within the
corridors that you think we have not captured?
8. Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
9. Are there any seasonal or short-term temporary leisure or community land uses we
need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
Environmental considerations
7. Are there any local environmental issues which you feel may affect our proposals?
(e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic congestion, localised flooding
issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
8. Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise specific
concerns for you on an environmental basis?
9. Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the area
defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project, the community council and the public
6. Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate with
your community? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings,
Twitter, Facebook)
7. Are there any people or groups in your community who might be considered hard to
reach or less willing to engage? If so, who are they and how might we engage with
them?
8. Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more information on,
either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily understood?
Other local factors to consider
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6. Are there any energy, employment, housing or infrastructure proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. solar energy projects, small
scale wind turbines, roads, business units, bridle paths)
7. Are there any annual events which take place in the area which involve restrictions
to the road network or road closures which could affect construction activity? (e.g.
cycle races, shows, fairs)
8. Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account that
have not already been considered?

I would be grateful if you could send through your written feedback either by Freepost or
email by Friday, 27 September 2013.
If you have any questions about the project or the feedback required please call the project
community relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Encs.
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Ref: BFC/AH/015
23 July 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – information packs
Thank you for meeting with members of our project team last week and I hope you found
the briefing useful. As promised at the end of our meeting, I have enclosed two information
packs on the project.
The packs contain various reports and documents relating to the connection project which I
hope you find of interest. Also enclosed are 50 copies of the project leaflet for you to
circulate to your members as appropriate.
If you have any questions about the project please call the project community relations team
on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/016
1 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – consultation on route corridor options
I am writing to request your feedback and comments on Western Power Distribution’s
(WPD) proposed connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and
Swansea North Substation, as part of the first stage of our consultation process.
Various Acts of Parliament give WPD responsibility not only for distributing electricity to
people in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new
power generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement
WPD is required to make a connection to the wind farms, which will be at 132,000 volts
(132kV).
WPD has carried out detailed studies of the area to identify how it could connect the
proposed wind farms. These have shown that the preferred technical option is to construct
a new 132kV overhead line between Brechfa Forest (approximate grid co-ordinate
SN248809, 231110) and Llandyfaelog (approximate grid co-ordinate SN239734, 212646),
which is 10km south of Carmarthen. Utilisation of the existing distribution network back to
the Swansea North National Grid Substation is then possible subject to minor engineering
works.
The results of the detailed studies which have informed WPDs preferred technical option
are set out within a series of reports. These include the technical Strategic Optioneering
Report and the Route Corridor Options Report. The Route Corridor Options Report sets out
the methodology and approach adopted and the conclusions reached relative to the
identification of route corridor options along which an overhead line could be constructed
between the wind farms and Llandyfaelog. It also sets out the Preliminary Environmental
Information which has informed the corridor options selection.
WPD is now consulting on these reports and wishes to provide your organisation with the
opportunity to make comments on the work which it has undertaken to date. WPD is
particularly interested to understand whether you have knowledge of any constraints along
the route corridors which it may not have identified. To assist in the framing of your
response, the consultation poses a number of questions which may have a greater or lesser
relevance to your field of interest:
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
Question 1 - Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within
the corridors that you think we have not captured?
Question 2 - Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
Question 3 - Are there any seasonal or short term temporary leisure or community land
uses we need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
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Environmental considerations
Question 1 - Are there any environmental issues which we have not yet picked up on
which you feel may affect our proposals? (e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic
congestion, localised flooding issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
Question 2 - Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise
specific concerns for you on an environmental basis?
Question 3 - Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the
area defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project, the community council and the public
Question 1 - Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate
with your community? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings, Twitter,
Facebook)
Question 2 - Are there any people or groups in your community who might be considered
hard to reach or less willing to engage? If so, who are they and how might we engage with
them?
Question 3 - Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more
information on, either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily
understood?
Other local factors to consider
Question 1 - Are there any energy, employment, housing or infrastructure proposals not
yet in the planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. solar energy projects,
small scale wind turbines, roads, business units, bridle paths)
Question 2 - Are there any annual events which take place in the area which involve
restrictions to the road network or road closures which could affect construction activity?
(e.g. cycle races, shows, fairs)
Question 3 - Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account
that have not already been considered?

The Route Corridor Report, Appendix 2, sets out the approach that WPD intends to follow
during the next stage of the project. This is environmental work to be undertaken to support
the selection of the preferred route corridor, and ultimately potential route alignments. Your
comments on the scope of this work would also be appreciated.
Summary versions of the various technical reports produced for the consultation together
with electronic copies of the full documents are provided within the attached consultation
pack. I should be grateful if you could complete the enclosed reply slip to record that you
have receive this letter even if you do not intend to submit a response to the consultation.
Please note that any consultation response you do wish to make can be sent using the
Freepost address FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION, or emailed to WPD at
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
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The closing date for us to receive responses to this stage of consultation is Friday 27th
September 2013. WPD will then review all of the responses and using the information and
comments obtained select a preferred route corridor. This will lead to the identification of
potential alignments within the preferred route corridor which will be subject to further
consultation in 2014.
Should you have any queries or wish to discuss the information contained within this letter
or associated consultation materials please do not hesitate to contact WPD’s consultant,
David Kenyon of AMEC on the following number 01743 342061.
I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your time and interest in this project.
Yours sincerely

Western Power Distribution
Encs.
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Ref: BFC/AH/017
6 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to offer Pembrey and Burry Port Town Council a briefing on Western Power
Distribution’s proposed electricity connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind
farms and Swansea North Substation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need
to make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify how we could connect the
proposed wind farms. These have shown that in addition to a new 132kV overhead line
between Brechfa Forest and Llandyfaelog, south of Carmarthen, we will need to put in two
short connections between existing electricity towers that are located in your community,
near New Lodge Substation.
We are now carrying out consultation on our proposal and as part of this we would like to
arrange a meeting with your council so we can explain more about our proposals and the
work involved in your area. To arrange a meeting please contact my colleague, Jason
Pacey, on the number at the top of this letter to arrange a suitable date and time.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide you with additional
information on the proposed connection.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/018
6 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – forthcoming consultation
I am writing to offer a personal briefing on Western Power Distribution’s proposed electricity
connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation.
Various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for distributing electricity to people
in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also for connecting new power
generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this legal requirement we need
to make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed onshore wind farms in the
Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and we have determined that your constituency will be affected by
our proposal. In June 2013 we started consultation on route corridor options - corridors of
land in which we could site the proposed connection - that we have identified during these
detailed studies. As part of this consultation, during June and July we met with ward
councillors, community councillors and representatives of groups who have a vested
interest in the community so we could explain more about our proposals and seek their
views.
Due to the high profile nature of the project, I would like to offer you a briefing to discuss our
proposals and to explain how we are going to consult with the communities potentially
affected. If you feel this would be beneficial please contact my colleague, Jason Pacey, on
the number at the top of this letter to arrange a suitable date and venue.
I have enclosed background information on the project to provide additional information on
the proposed connection.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
121

Interim Consultation Report

Ref: BFC/AH/019
9 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – community consultation
In June of this year I wrote to you about our proposed electricity connection between the
proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North Substation.
Since then we have carried out a series of workshops and briefings on the project as part of
the first stage of consultation and I have enclosed an information pack which contains
various reports and documents that were shared and discussed during these meetings.
As you are a consultee in the process we are very keen to find out if you have any local
information you can share with us which may help us select a preferred corridor for the
Brechfa Forest connection.
To help you provide this information and formulate a response, I have detailed below the
topics and questions which were discussed at the workshops.
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
10. Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within the
corridors that you think we have not captured?
11. Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
12. Are there any seasonal or short-term temporary leisure or community land uses we
need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
Environmental considerations
10. Are there any local environmental issues which you feel may affect our proposals?
(e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic congestion, localised flooding
issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
11. Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise specific
concerns for you on an environmental basis?
12. Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the area
defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project, the community council and the public
9. Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate with
your community? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings,
Twitter, Facebook)
10. Are there any people or groups in your community who might be considered hard to
reach or less willing to engage? If so, who are they and how might we engage with
them?
11. Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more information on,
either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily understood?
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Other local factors to consider
9. Are there any energy, employment, housing or infrastructure proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. solar energy projects, small
scale wind turbines, roads, business units, bridle paths)
10. Are there any annual events that take place in the area which involve restrictions to
the road network or road closures that could affect construction activity? (e.g. cycle
races, shows, fairs)
11. Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account that
have not already been considered?

If you would like to provide a response I would be grateful if you could send it to us either by
Freepost or email by Friday, 27 September 2013. Both addresses are listed at the top of
this letter.
If you would like a personal briefing to discuss our proposals and to hear how we are
consulting with the communities potentially affected by this high-profile project please
contact my colleague, Jocelyn Honeywood, on the number at the top of this letter to arrange
a suitable date and venue.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
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Ref: BFC/AH/020
9 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – community consultation
Thank you for meeting with us on 12 July 2013 to discuss our proposed electricity
connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation.
Since we met we have carried out a series of workshops with community councillors and
representatives of local amenity user groups to provide information on the project and to ask
for local information which will help us select a preferred corridor for the Brechfa Forest
connection.
As you are a consultee in the process we are very keen to find out if you have any local
information you can share with us which may help us in this selection process.
To help you provide this information and formulate a response, I have detailed below the
topics and questions which were discussed at the workshops.
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
13. Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within the
corridors that you think we have not captured?
14. Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
15. Are there any seasonal or short-term temporary leisure or community land uses we
need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
Environmental considerations
13. Are there any local environmental issues which you feel may affect our proposals?
(e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic congestion, localised flooding
issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
14. Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise specific
concerns for you on an environmental basis?
15. Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the area
defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project, the community council and the public
12. Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate with
your community? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings,
Twitter, Facebook)
13. Are there any people or groups in your community who might be considered hard to
reach or less willing to engage? If so, who are they and how might we engage with
them?
14. Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more information on,
either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily understood?
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Other local factors to consider
12. Are there any energy, employment, housing or infrastructure proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. solar energy projects, small
scale wind turbines, roads, business units, bridle paths)
13. Are there any annual events that take place in the area which involve restrictions to
the road network or road closures that could affect construction activity? (e.g. cycle
races, shows, fairs)
14. Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account that
have not already been considered?

If you would like to provide a response I would be grateful if you could send it to us either by
Freepost or email by Friday, 27 September 2013. Both addresses are listed at the top of
this letter.
If in the meantime you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/021, BFC/AH/022, BFC/AH/023, BFC/AH/024 & BFC/AH/024
27 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project
I am writing to offer a personal briefing on Western Power Distribution’s proposed electricity
connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation.
As you may be aware, various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for
distributing electricity to people in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also
for connecting new power generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this
legal requirement we need to make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed
onshore wind farms in the Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and in June of this year we started consultation on these route
corridor options - corridors of land in which we could site the proposed connection. As part
of this consultation, during June and July we met with potentially affected ward councillors,
community councillors and representatives of groups who have a vested interest in the
community so we could explain more about our proposals and seek their views.
Due to the high profile nature of the project, I would like to offer you, your Deputy Leaders
and the Leader of Plaid Cymru a briefing to discuss our proposals, to explain how we are
consulting with the communities potentially affected and to answer any questions you may
have. If you feel this would be beneficial please contact my colleague, Jocelyn Honeywood,
on the number at the top of this letter to arrange a suitable date and venue.
In addition, we would also like to arrange a site visit to Alltwalis for all county councillors so
they can view an existing overhead line of the same construction as the twin wood pole line
we are proposing for this connection. We are currently liaising with the council’s Planning
Services to arrange the visit and hope to be able to update you soon.
Please find enclosed a leaflet on the project to provide additional information on the
proposed connection. If you have any questions relating to the project, please call our
community relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
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Ref: BFC/AH/026
30 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project
I am writing to offer a personal briefing on Western Power Distribution’s proposed electricity
connection between the proposed Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North
Substation.
As you may be aware, various Acts of Parliament give us responsibility not only for
distributing electricity to people in South Wales, the Midlands and the South West, but also
for connecting new power generation in these areas to the electricity network. Under this
legal requirement we need to make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed
onshore wind farms in the Brechfa Forest, Carmarthenshire.
We have carried out detailed studies of the area to identify routes we could take to connect
the proposed wind farms and in June of this year we started consultation on these route
corridor options - corridors of land in which we could site the proposed connection. As part
of this consultation, during June and July we met with potentially affected ward councillors,
community councillors and representatives of groups who have a vested interest in the
community so we could explain more about our proposals and seek their views.
On Monday 24 June 2013 we briefed county councillors whose wards might potentially be
affected by our project. As you were unable to attend this briefing, and since your ward is
affected by the route corridor options we are consulting on at the moment, I would like to
offer you a briefing to discuss our proposals, to explain how we are consulting with the
communities potentially affected and to answer any questions you may have. If you feel this
would be beneficial please contact my colleague, Jocelyn Honeywood, on the number at the
top of this letter to arrange a suitable date and venue.
In addition, we would also like to arrange a site visit to Alltwalis for all county councillors so
they can view an existing overhead line of the same construction as the twin wood pole line
we are proposing for this connection. We are currently liaising with the council’s Planning
Services to arrange the visit and hope to be able to update you soon.
Please find enclosed an information pack that provides additional information on the
proposed connection. If you have any questions relating to the project, please call our
community relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/027
30 August 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project
In June 2013 members of our project team provided a briefing to county councillors whose
wards are potentially affected by our proposed electricity connection between the proposed
Brechfa Forest wind farms and Swansea North Substation.
This briefing was followed by several workshops as part of the first of three stages of
consultation. This first stage of consultation will close on Friday, 27 September 2013 and as
you are a consultee in the process we are very keen to find out if you have any local
information you can share with us which may help us select a preferred corridor for the
Brechfa Forest connection.
Detailed below are the topics and questions which were discussed at the workshops. You
may find it helpful to consider these if you would like to provide a response.
Leisure, tourism and community considerations
16. Are there any existing leisure, tourism or community related facilities within the
corridors that you think we have not captured?
17. Are there any leisure, tourism or community land use proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. tourist attractions, holiday
accommodation, transport links, cycle routes, play areas, community facilities)
18. Are there any seasonal or short-term temporary leisure or community land uses we
need to be aware of? (e.g. village shows, fairs, school events)
Environmental considerations
16. Are there any local environmental issues which you feel may affect our proposals?
(e.g. important local viewpoints, localised traffic congestion, localised flooding
issues, unlisted but historic buildings, mature trees)
17. Are there any particular locations or areas within the corridors which raise specific
concerns for you on an environmental basis?
18. Are there any environmental groups we may not be aware of that use the area
defined by our corridors for their activities? (e.g. local wildlife groups, cycling groups,
walking groups, fishing clubs, heritage groups, bird groups)
Future communication between the project, the community council and the public
15. Are there any specific ways you would recommend we use to communicate with
your community? (e.g. notice boards, websites, newsletters, regular meetings,
Twitter, Facebook)
16. Are there any people or groups in your community who might be considered hard to
reach or less willing to engage? If so, who are they and how might we engage with
them?
17. Are there any technical aspects of the proposal you would like more information on,
either because it hasn’t been presented or because it isn’t easily understood?
Other local factors to consider
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15. Are there any energy, employment, housing or infrastructure proposals not yet in the
planning system which may affect our proposals? (e.g. solar energy projects, small
scale wind turbines, roads, business units, bridle paths)
16. Are there any annual events that take place in the area which involve restrictions to
the road network or road closures that could affect construction activity? (e.g. cycle
races, shows, fairs)
17. Are there any other local factors which you feel we should take into account that
have not already been considered?

If you would like to provide a response I would be grateful if you could send it to us either by
Freepost or email by Friday, 27 September 2013. Both addresses are listed at the top of
this letter.
Although we were unable to provide you with an information pack at the briefing in June, we
understand that copies we subsequently distributed by the Planning Services team. In case
you did not receive a pack for any reason I have enclosed another information pack.
We would also like to arrange a site visit to Alltwalis for all county councillors so they can
view an existing overhead line of the same construction as the twin wood pole line we are
proposing for this connection. We are currently liaising with the council’s Planning Services
to arrange the visit and hope to be able to update you soon.
If you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community relations team
on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.
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Ref: BFC/AH/030
12 September 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 1 consultation responses
I am writing to let you know that this first stage of consultation will close on
Friday, 27 September 2013 and we will need to receive your response by this date in order
for it to be included in the decision making process.
In July we sent you an information pack on the project and members of your organisation
may have attended one of our workshops at which we explained more about our proposals
and asked attendees for their views. As we discussed at the workshops, during this stage
of consultation we are asking consultees to provide us with any information they may have
on the route corridors which might help us select our preferred route. We are not asking
you to select a particular corridor or to say why one corridor might be better than any other.
Your organisation has been included in this stage of consultation because the community
you represent could be affected by our proposals. We hope that as representatives of your
community you are able to provide any relevant information you have on your area so that
we can make an informed decision as to which is the best corridor of land in which we could
site the proposed Brechfa Forest connection.
If you have not already done so, please could you arrange for your organisation to send its
response to us by Friday, 27 September 2013.
Once we have reviewed all the responses we will then select our preferred corridor for the
connection. We anticipate this will take place around the end of November 2013 and I will
write to you again to inform you of the decision and to explain the next stage of the
consultation process.
If you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community relations team
on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/031
17 September 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 1 consultation responses
I am writing to let you know that this first stage of consultation will close on
Friday, 27 September 2013 and we will need to receive your response by this date in order
for it to be included in the decision making process.
We recently sent you an information pack on the project which explained more about our
proposals and provided guidance on the information we are requesting from you. As
mentioned in the covering letter which accompanied the pack, during this first stage of
consultation we are asking consultees to provide us with any information they may have on
the route corridors which might help us select our preferred route. We are not asking you to
select a particular corridor or to say why one corridor might be better than any other.
You have been included in this stage of consultation because the communities you
represent could be affected by our proposals. We hope that as a representative of those
communities you are able to provide any relevant information you have on your area so that
we can make an informed decision as to which is the best corridor of land in which we could
site the proposed Brechfa Forest connection.
If you have not already done so, please could you send your response to us by Friday, 27
September 2013.
Once we have reviewed all the responses we will then select our preferred corridor for the
connection. We anticipate this will take place around the end of November 2013 and I will
write to you again to inform you of the decision and to explain the next stage of the
consultation process.
If you have received any correspondence from your constituents about the project we would
be grateful if you could reflect their views in your response as opposed to simply forwarding
a copy of that correspondence. Alternatively you could ask that they send a copy directly to
us at the project Freepost address. We ask this because we are keen to avoid any conflict
under the data protection act.
If you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community relations team
on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/032
17 September 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 1 consultation responses
I am writing to let you know that this first stage of consultation will close on
Friday, 27 September 2013 and we will need to receive your response by this date in
order for it to be included in the decision making process.
We recently sent you an information pack on the project which explained more about
our proposals and provided guidance on the information we are requesting from you.
As mentioned in the covering letter which accompanied the pack, during this first
stage of consultation we are asking consultees to provide us with any information they
may have on the route corridors which might help us select our preferred route. We
are not asking you to select a particular corridor or to say why one corridor might be
better than any other.
If you have not already done so, please could you send your response to us by Friday,
27 September 2013.
Once we have reviewed all the responses we will then select our preferred corridor for
the connection. We anticipate this will take place around the end of November 2013
and I will write to you again to inform you of the decision and to explain the next stage
of the consultation process.
If you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community relations
team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/034
8 October 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project
Thank you for meeting with members of our project team last month, I hope you found
the meeting of use. As discussed when we met, please find enclosed copies of the
maps you requested. I have provided copies for both you and Mr Davies.
We look forward to meeting with you in the future as the project progresses, in the
meantime, if you have any questions relating to the project, please call our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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Ref: BFC/AH/035
10 October 2013
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – community consultation
I am writing to acknowledge your formal response to stage one of the consultation
process, which was submitted on behalf of yourself and your constituency colleague,
Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM. I would like to take this opportunity to thank you for your
comments.
As you will be aware, the first stage of the consultation process came to an end on
Friday, 27 September 2013. We are now in the process of carrying out detailed analysis
of the responses received.
As a follow-up to our meeting at your constituency office on 12 July 2013, we would like
to offer you and Rhodri Glyn Thomas a further briefing to discuss the project in more
detail and also the issues raised by members of your constituency at the public meetings
held in Pontargothi and Pencader, which were reported in the local media.
We feel a further briefing would be of mutual benefit as we can also take the opportunity
to discuss the next stages of the consultation process, which will involve members of the
public and a wider audience. We also welcome the opportunity to maintain regular
contact.
If you would like to meet, please contact our community relations team with a selection of
suitable dates using the dedicated project number 0800 019 3518, or by email
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk. We look forward to hearing from you.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
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11. Contact information
Web: www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfa-forest-connection
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Post: FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Freephone: 0800 019 3518
Twitter: @WPD_Brechfa
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1

Background

1.1

Western Power Distribution Ltd (WPD) is the Distribution Network Operator (DNO)
for the Midlands, South Wales and the South West and holder of an electricity
distribution licence issued in accordance with the provisions of the Electricity Act
1989 as amended by the Utilities Act 2000.

1.2

Under its obligation to connect new power generation to the distribution network,
WPD is required to make a 132,000 volt (132kV) connection to three proposed
onshore wind farms in the Brechfa Forest area of Carmarthenshire.

1.3

Brechfa Forest has been chosen by the developers of these three proposed wind
farms as it was identified by the Welsh Government in 2005 as one of seven areas
of Mid and South Wales which are potential areas for major wind power projects.
Brechfa Forest was identified as Strategic Search Area G in the Welsh
Government’s Technical Advice Note (TAN) 8: Planning for Renewable Energy
(2005).

1.4

The first is a wind farm to be built by RWE npower renewables Limited (RWE
NRL) at Brechfa Forest West (centred on the Afon Pib valley, east of Alltwalis).
Due to the size of the proposed wind farm it is classified as a nationally significant
infrastructure project (NSIP). It received consent from the Secretary of State for
Energy and Climate Change in March 2013. The second wind farm, Brechfa
Forest East, is also proposed by RWE NRL. It received consent from
Carmarthenshire County Council in December 2013 under the Town and Country
Planning (England and Wales) Act 1990. The third wind farm, Bryn Llywelyn,
proposed by Renewable Energy Systems (RES), was refused planning permission
by Carmarthenshire County Council in November 2012. RES appealed the
decision and in autumn 2013 the appeal was heard at a local public inquiry. A
decision by Welsh Government on whether to uphold or dismiss the appeal is
expected in spring/summer 2014.

1.5

As part of the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm application, an indicative route
option for a connection from the wind farm to a substation, potentially located north
of Swansea, was provided by WPD in autumn 2011. This indicative route was
prepared to meet WPD’s obligations to make a connection offer to RWE NRL and,
although it is in the public domain, it will be not be used by WPD in its proposal
development process.
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2

Proposal development

2.1

To determine connection options for the proposed wind farms WPD has carried
out an extensive technical constraints review of existing and planned infrastructure
and has identified that there is an existing overhead line which runs from near
Llandyfaelog, 10km south of Carmarthen, to Swansea North Substation, which can
be used for part of the connection route. This existing overhead line is known as
the EE route. At the Llandyfaelog end of the line WPD have identified two steel
lattice towers which could form the connection point and both these options will be
presented during the consultation process. In using this existing infrastructure the
length of the new connection is significantly reduced, which in turn reduces any
potential environmental or social impact and also the cost of the connection. This
also means that WPD has been able to discount previously identified potential
route corridors which run past Llandeilo, Ammanford and Cross Hands.

2.2

WPD is therefore proposing to connect the planned Brechfa Forest wind farms by
building a 132kV wood pole overhead line between a new substation at Brechfa
Forest West Wind Farm and the existing overhead line near Llandyfaelog, south of
Carmarthen. WPD will also need to build 132kV wood pole overhead lines
between the new substations at Brechfa Forest East and Brechfa Forest West
wind farms and between the new substations at Bryn Llywelyn and Brechfa Forest
West wind farms.

2.3

The proposed 132kV connection will be made using wood pole structures as this
will help to reduce any potential visual impact on the countryside, and also
minimise the environmental impact of the connection when compared to 132kV
steel lattice towers. Twin wood pole structures will be required to support the
weight of the cables along much of the route although we will aim to use single
wood pole structures where a connection between the proposed wind farms is
required. The maximum height of the wood pole structures is 20 metres although
they will be lower than this along much of the route with an average height of
about 15 metres. Detailed information on the exact height of the wood poles will
produced at the final preferred alignment stage. A photograph of a typical twin
wood pole is shown below.
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2.4

In accordance with its electricity distribution licence, WPD has an obligation to
provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection. It also has a statutory
duty under Section 9 of the Electricity Act to have regard to amenity and to
mitigate impacts. The UK Government does not believe that the development of
overhead lines is generally incompatible with this principle and we will therefore
look to connect the proposed wind farms using 132kV overhead lines as this is the
most cost-effective way of making the connection. Once we have identified our
preferred route alignment option and carried out more detailed environmental
surveys we may determine that, where justified, for economic, social or
environmental reasons the benefits of undergrounding certain parts of the
connection route outweigh the costs. This will be decided in accordance with the
in accordance with guidance in EN5, the national policy statement for electricity
networks infrastructure. We will not be able to determine this until after the second
stage of our consultation process.

2.5

WPD has produced a Strategic Options Report (SOR) which explains the need
case for the connection and the methodology applied to select the potential
connection points to the electricity distribution network at Llandyfaelog on technical
and engineering grounds.

2.6

Although WPD has received connection requests for the three proposed wind
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farms, only two have so far received consent to build (Brechfa Forest West and
Brechfa Forest East) so it is necessary to present various connection options for
the three wind farms.
2.7

2.8

Until the outcome of the local public inquiry is known and any change to the
connection agreement is requested by RES, it will be necessary to consult on two
possible wind farm connection combinations. These are:


Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm and Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm



All three wind farms

Following the identification of a connection point near Llandyfaelog, 10km south of
Carmarthen, WPD’s environmental consultants, RSK agreed with Carmarthenshire
County Council and other statutory consultees representing environmental
interests, a defined study area and a proposed method to map areas of specific
environmental interest known as primary environmental constraints. Using the
agreed method and avoiding these areas, route corridor options were then
identified. These route corridor options are shown on the map below and were
subject to our first stage of consultation in summer 2013.
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2.9

Map of route corridor options:

2.10

Corridor options

2.10.1 To connect the proposed Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm Substation to the
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm Substation there were two route corridor options,
to the north the ‘Gwernogle’ corridor and to the south the ‘Brechfa’ corridor.
2.10.2 To connect the proposed Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm Substation to Brechfa Forest
West Wind Farm Substation there were two options presented. Either a 132kV
overhead wood pole line through the West corridor or an underground cable
connection through the forest between the substations.
2.10.3 To connect Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm Substation to the River Towy
Crossings corridor there were two route corridors, the East corridor which roughly
follows the B4310 and the West corridor which roughly follows the A485.
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2.10.4 Through our environmental constraints mapping and site visits we established four
potential corridors to cross the River Towy. These were labelled A, B, C and D
from west to east and they join up with one single corridor, the south corridor,
which goes all the way to the potential connection points on the existing overhead
line (EE route) near Llandyfaelog.
2.11

Additional work

2.11.1 In order to connect a new 132kV line near Llandyfaelog we will need to carry out
work on existing overhead lines near Burry Port. This will involve cross connecting
two lines that run parallel to each other. At this stage we have not yet established
exactly which towers we will connect or whether the connection will be using
overhead lines, underground cables or a combination of both. This additional work
will also be included as part of our DCO application.
2.11.2 If all three wind farms receive consent, to make the connection to the electricity
network we will need to extend an existing substation located near Burry Port. We
will submit an application for this work to Carmarthenshire County Council under
the Town and Country Planning (England and Wales) Act 1990.
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3

Rationale for the consultation strategy

3.1

The proposed consultation strategy outlined in this document is based upon
advice received from the Planning Inspectorate (PINS), WPD’s legal advisors,
Osborne Clarke and Russell Harris QC and on the updated pre-application
process guidance produced by the Department for Communities and Local
Government in January 2013. Detailed community and stakeholder research have
helped to shape the strategy together with information and guidance received from
Carmarthenshire County Council.

3.2

The proposed consultation strategy will be based upon the principles of the
Planning Act 2008 for NSIPs and current Government guidance. It will:


Involve local authorities, communities and statutory consultees early in the
proposal development to bring about benefits for all parties;



Raise awareness and build understanding of the proposals among people
living in the vicinity, or those potentially affected by wider effects;



Allow people potentially affected by the proposals to provide feedback as they
develop, so that their views can influence the decision making process and the
final application;



Obtain important information about the economic, social and environmental
impacts of a scheme from consultees to rule out unsuitable options and to
consider mitigating measures before the application is submitted;



Communicate with clarity of intent to enable those being consulted to
understand what can be influenced and why;



Communicate the need for and explain the procedure for agreeing access and
rights over land or acquiring such rights over land for the connection;



Communicate proportionately to the scale of the proposal;



Encourage structured discussion and debate, embracing constructive ideas
and suggestions and generate demonstrable evidence of a responsive
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process;


Give feedback to those affected by the proposal as to how their comments
have shaped the proposal;



Build lasting, positive relationships in which points of agreement and
difference are clearly demonstrated.

3.3

The strategy will answer the following questions:


Why are we consulting?



What do we want to know?



What are the criteria for consulting with specific communities, groups and
individuals?



What aspects of the proposals can they influence?



What methods will we use to enable them to contribute, capture feedback and
produce evidence of how they have influenced the proposals?



What measures have we taken to ensure that consultation is conducted in a
way that is inclusive of people from hard-to-reach and/or marginalised groups?
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4

Proposed consultation strategy

4.1

We are carrying out a multi-stage process comprising two stages of informal
consultation and one stage of statutory consultation (with section 42 and 47
consultees as identified in the Planning Act 2008) in accordance with DCLG
guidance.

4.2

During Stage 1, which was held in summer 2013, we engaged with community
councils, specialist statutory bodies and with local amenity user groups to gather
information which helped inform the selection of our preferred route corridors to
connect the wind farms to the electricity network. We also consulted with statutory
bodies on early stage preliminary environmental information (PEI) gathered by
RSK for feedback and comment.

4.3

The second stage of informal engagement will be with all prescribed statutory
consultees including the local authority, community councils, landowners and
those with an interest in the land (described as Persons with an Interest in the
Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008), residents, businesses, local amenity user
groups and others to gather feedback on proposed route alignments to connect
the wind farms to the electricity network. The PEI gathered for the route alignment
options will also be presented and comments and feedback sought from statutory
consultees on its content.

4.4

The final stage of the pre-application consultation process will be statutory
consultation on the proposed application (which may include more than one
connection to take into account all of the identified wind farm combinations) and on
the draft Environmental Statement (ES). Statutory consultation will be in
accordance with Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Planning Act 2008. A detailed
programme of activity for this stage will be described in a Statement of Community
Consultation (SoCC) which will be developed in conjunction with, and reviewed by,
Carmarthenshire County Council.
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4.5

Consultation strategy flowchart
STAGE 1
Consultation on route corridors and PEI for all wind
farm combinations with statutory consultees and
other relevant groups
Analysis of feedback
Publish Interim Consultation Report
Announce preferred route corridors
and alignment options for each wind
farm combination

STAGE 2
Consultation on route alignment options
within preferred route corridors and PEI for
all wind farm combinations with all
prescribed statutory consultees

STAGE 2
Public consultation on route alignment
options within preferred route corridors and
PEI for all wind farm combinations

Analysis of feedback

Consultation with LA on SOCC

Publication of SOCC

STAGE 3
Statutory consultation on proposed scheme design and draft ES for all wind farm combinations

Section 42
statutory consultees
(including Section 44)

Section 47 consultees

Analysis of feedback

Preparation of consultation report

DCO application to PINS
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4.6

Stage 1 – Route corridor options consultation

4.6.1

In summer 2013 we carried out 14 weeks of consultation on the route corridor
options and following detailed analysis of the responses received we have
produced an Interim Consultation Report.

4.6.2

This report details the Stage 1 Consultation undertaken by WPD between
24 June 2013 and 27 September 2013, the issues raised in responses submitted
by consultees, how WPD has responded to the consultation to date and how
consultation feedback has informed the selection of preferred route corridors.

4.6.3

The Interim Consultation Report is available to download from the Library section
of the project website (www.westernpower.co.uk/Brechfa-Forest-Connection) and
copies will be available at all Stage 2 Consultation events.

13

Updated Consultation Strategy

4.7

Stage 2 – Alignment options consultation

4.7.1

Purpose of Stage 2 Consultation

4.7.2

On 10 January 2014 we announced our preferred route corridors to connect the
wind farms to the existing overhead line near Llandyfaelog. Following the
identification of these preferred corridors our engineers and environmental
consultants identified where we might put an overhead power line, also called an
alignment, within these corridors.

4.7.3

This second stage of the consultation process will focus on seeking feedback and
comments on the identified alignment options within the preferred corridors from
statutory consultees, affected residents, businesses, community groups,
landowners, PILs and the public. We will also be presenting early stage
Preliminary Environmental Information gathered by RSK which will be presented to
selected statutory consultees for feedback and comment.

4.7.4

Who will be consulted?

4.7.5

In order to identify those to be engaged with, we will consider those directly and
indirectly affected by the route alignment options and those who have specifically
expressed an interest in participating in the consultation process. We will take into
consideration the proposal’s scale, topography, geography, environmental,
demographic, social and political factors.

4.7.6

At the second stage we propose to engage with the following stakeholders:


Members of the public1



Statutory consultees (appendix A)



Carmarthenshire County Council planning officers



Elected representatives (MPs, AMs and local authority members)



Community councils (appendix B)
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Landowners and other persons with an interest in the land (PILs)



Relevant community groups, campaign groups, interest groups, local amenity
user groups and representative bodies (appendix C)


4.7.7

Hard-to-reach groups (appendix D)

(1 Residents, businesses and members of the public within 3km of each of the
alignment options will receive a written invitation to take part in this stage of
consultation)

4.7.8

What will be consulted on?

4.7.9

In order to obtain specialist, technical and local knowledge from the consultees
listed above, WPD will share all information contained within the following
documents:


Route Alignment Options Report



Route Corridor Selection Report and Preliminary Environmental Information



Interim Consultation Report



Route Corridor Options - Interim Report and Preliminary Environmental
Information



Lifetime Costs for 132kV Overhead Lines and Underground Cable Report



Strategic Optioneering Report



Route Corridor Options Report



Existing Line Survey Report



Report into Underground Cable Costs

4.7.10 The comments and feedback received from this stage of consultation will influence
the decision as to which alignment options are selected to connect the wind farms
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alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information.
4.7.11 How will the consultation be publicised?
4.7.12 WPD will publicise this stage of the consultation process by a variety of means to
ensure that all those potentially affected by the route alignment options are aware
of the consultation process. This will be achieved by:


Project website with downloadable information



Project information in the form of an invitation leaflet



Adverts and media coverage in local newspapers (The Carmarthen Journal,
the South Wales Evening Post, the Western Mail and the Llanelli Star) and
community newsletters



Media coverage on local radio



Posters on community noticeboards



Social media streams including Twitter



Letters to potentially effected community councils, landowners, PILs and
members of the public as identified above.

4.7.13 How will the consultation be delivered?
4.7.14 Stage 2 Consultation will be carried out over an eight week period from Monday,
17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014. It will be expected that all responses to
this stage are received within this time period.
4.7.15 The following consultation and communication methods will be used to engage
with stakeholders:
Briefings and site visits for MPs and AMs


All MPs and AMs whose constituencies are affected by the route alignments
will be contacted by letter and offered a project update along with a site visit to
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view route alignments within the preferred corridors.
Briefings and site visits for Carmarthenshire County Councillors


All councillors whose wards are affected by the route alignments will be
offered a project update along with a site visit to view route alignments within
the preferred corridors.

Public exhibitions


During the eight week consultation period, eight open exhibitions will be held
at four key locations within the preferred route corridors. The details of these
events can be found in appendix F.



Exhibitions will provide information on the project, consultation carried out to
date, PEI, alignment options and how feedback and comments can be
submitted to the project team, including the online feedback facility.



All exhibition material and summaries of technical documents will be provided
in English and Welsh.



Key members of the WPD project team will be present at the exhibitions to
answer questions relating to the project.



Feedback forms will be available for people to complete at the event or to take
away and return using prepaid envelopes.

Attendance at community council meetings, by invitation only


If requested, and where possible, members of the project team will attend
community council meetings to provide updates on the project and the
consultation process and to answer questions from councillors and other
attendees.

Workshop with statutory consultees


All statutory consultees will be invited to attend a workshop to discuss the

17

Updated Consultation Strategy

methodology followed to identify the route alignment options as well as the
options themselves.


All statutory consultees will be provided with copies of the various reports
along with a series of questions or prompts to help the consultees frame their
written responses.

Exhibitions for landowners and PILs


During the eight week consultation period, we will hold five exhibitions at four
key locations within the preferred route corridors specifically for landowners
and PILs.



Exhibitions will provide information on the project, consultation carried out to
date, PEI, alignment options, WPD’s approach to land access and how
feedback and comments can be submitted to the project team, including the
online feedback facility.



All exhibition material and summaries of technical documents will be provided
in English and Welsh.



Key members of the WPD project and wayleaves teams and will be present at
the exhibitions to answer questions relating to the project and WPD’s
approach to land negotiations.



Feedback forms will be available for landowners and PILs to complete at the
event or to take away and return using prepaid envelopes.

Access to information


Copies of all project materials and reports will be made available to
consultees.



Copies of summary versions of technical documents, copies of exhibition
materials, project information leaflets, newsletters and maps will also be
available in Welsh.

18

Updated Consultation Strategy



Project website with downloadable information.



Inspection copies of all materials will be available to view at various locations
within the route corridors (appendix E).

Media relations


The WPD project team will provide briefing meetings and interviews, issue
press releases and use media briefing packs to secure editorial coverage.

Briefings and meetings with established community groups


Where possible, the WPD project team will attend meetings with established
community groups to provide updates on the project and the consultation
process and to answer questions from representatives of those groups.

4.7.16 How will feedback be received?
4.7.17 All members of the public, landowners, PILs, statutory consultees and key
stakeholders involved in this stage will be encouraged to provide written feedback
on the route alignment options. Consultees will be able to provide feedback via
the following methods:


Project website online feedback facility



Hard copy feedback form



Project email address



Freepost address



Bilingual 0800 information line

4.7.18 Wherever possible all public facing materials will be supplied in both Welsh and
English and, where it is not possible to provide a translated version of a technical
or planning document, a summary in Welsh will be made available.
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4.7.19 How will comments and feedback be recorded and taken into account?
4.7.20 All responses received will be acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database and detailed analysis of the responses carried out.
4.7.21 WPD will then use all relevant responses received to help select a route
alignments to connect the wind farms to the connection point near Llandyfaelog,
alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information.
4.7.22 WPD’s assessment of the options and its selection of a preferred route alignment
or alignments for the wind farm connection combinations will be described in a
second Interim Consultation Report. The report will provide a summary of the
relevant responses and will explain how the feedback received during this stage
fed in to the decision making process and the methods used to review the options.
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4.8

Stage 3 – Detailed scheme design consultation

4.8.1

Purpose of Stage 3 Consultation

4.8.2

Stage 3 will be statutory consultation on the detailed scheme design including
identified route alignments to connect the wind farms following Stage 2, any other
associated work required and the draft Environmental Statement. This will be
carried out in accordance with requirements of the Planning Act 2008 under
Sections 42, 47 and 48.

4.8.3

We will:


Seek information and views on the specific environmental impacts of the
proposal.

4.8.4



Seek information and views on the impact to human activities of the proposal.



Seek specific views on the scheme design.

If this period of statutory consultation results in changes to the proposals which are
significantly different, further consultation on these changes may be required
before a DCO application is submitted.

4.8.5

Preparation of the Statement of Community Consultation

4.8.6

Before Stage 3 Consultation can start, a Statement of Community Consultation
(SoCC) will be prepared which will provide a detailed account of proposed
consultation.

4.8.7

The development of the SoCC, and its successful delivery, provides strong
evidence of WPD’s commitment to the principles of the legislation and guidance.
Along with the SoCC and the final Consultation Report, an Adequacy of
Consultation Report produced by Carmarthenshire County Council, informs the
formal test of Adequacy of Pre-Application Consultation which is applied by the
Planning Inspectorate before the application is accepted for formal Examination.

4.8.8

The SoCC will set out how WPD has engaged with stakeholders potentially
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affected by its proposals during Stages 1 and 2 and how it proposes to consult
with the public on the detailed scheme design before it is submitted as a DCO
application.
4.8.9

The process for the development of the SoCC is as follows:


Seek information and advice from Carmarthenshire County Council to help
inform the content of the SoCC.



Using this information and the knowledge gathered from the earlier stages of
the consultation process the SoCC will be drafted. It will explain what WPD
intends to consult on and how and when it will consult.



The draft SoCC will be sent to Carmarthenshire County Council for review and
comment (allowing a minimum of 28 days to respond).



Feedback from Carmarthenshire County Council will be reviewed and audited
to produce a final version of the SoCC. Once finalised, it will be formally
published and publicised.

4.8.10 The SoCC will detail how, when and with whom consultation will take place. It will
include information on consultation zones, methods of consultation, details of
consultation materials, where consultation materials can be inspected, information
on timings and locations of public events, timescales for consultation and the
consultation feedback mechanisms.
4.8.11 An indication of how, what, who and when we may consult during this stage is
indicated below but this may be subject to change and differ from the content of
the SoCC when it is published.
4.8.12 Who will be consulted?
4.8.13 Stage 3 Consultation will be carried out with the following key stakeholders:


Members of the public1



Statutory consultees (appendix A)
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Carmarthenshire County Council



Elected representatives (MPs, AMs and local authority members)



Community councils (appendix B)



Landowners and other persons with an interest in the land (PILs)



Relevant community groups, interest groups, local amenity user groups and
representative bodies (appendix C)



Hard-to-reach groups (appendix D)

4.8.14 (1 Members of the public potentially affected by the proposed scheme including
those within 3km of the final route alignments, and those who have registered an
interest.)
4.8.15 What will be consulted on?


The draft Environmental Statement



Detailed scheme design including identified route alignments to connect the
wind farms and any associated work required

4.8.16 Supporting documentation will include:


Specific technical and environmental reports and surveys



Interim consultation reports for stages one and two

4.8.17 How will the consultation be publicised?
4.8.18 WPD will publicise this stage of the consultation process by a variety of means to
ensure that all those potentially affected by the proposed scheme are made aware
of the consultation process. This will be achieved by:


Statutory advertisements in local and national press to publicise the SoCC
(Section 48)
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Publication of the SoCC



Project website with downloadable information



Project newsletter



Adverts and media coverage in local newspapers (The Carmarthen Journal,
the South Wales Evening Post, the Western Mail and the Llanelli Star) and
community newsletters



Media coverage on local radio



Posters on community notice boards



Social media streams including Twitter



Letters to relevant community councils, landowners, PILs and members of the
public as identified above.

4.8.19 How will consultation be delivered?
4.8.20 Stage 3 Consultation will be carried out over a four week period in autumn 2014.
It will be expected that all responses to this stage will be received within this time
period.
4.8.21 The following consultation and communication methods may be used:
Briefings and site visits for MPs and AMs


All MPs and AMs whose constituencies are affected by the proposed
alignment will be contacted by letter and offered a project update along with a
site visit to view the final proposed route alignment or alignments.

Briefings and site visits for Carmarthenshire County Councillors


All councillors whose wards are affected by the proposed alignment will be
offered a project update along with a site visit to view the final proposed route
alignment.
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Public exhibitions


During the four week consultation period, open exhibitions will be held at key
locations close to the proposed route alignments.



Exhibitions will provide information on the project, consultation carried out to
date, the draft ES, the proposed scheme and how feedback and comments
can be submitted to the project team.



All exhibition material and summaries of technical documents will be provided
in English and Welsh.



Key members of the WPD project team will be present at the exhibitions to
answer questions relating to the project.



Feedback forms will be available for people to complete at the event or to take
away and return using prepaid envelopes.

Statutory consultees


All statutory consultees will be sent copies of the various reports along with a
series of questions or prompts to help the consultees frame their responses.

Access to information


Copies of all project materials and reports will be made available to
consultees.



Copies of summary versions of technical documents, copies of exhibition
materials, project information leaflets, newsletters and maps will also be
available in Welsh.



Project website with downloadable information.



Inspection copies of all materials will be available to view at various locations
within the route corridors (appendix E).
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Media relations


The WPD project team will provide briefing meetings and interviews, issue
press releases and use media briefing packs to secure editorial coverage.

4.8.22 How will feedback be received?
4.8.23 All members of the public, landowners, PILs, statutory consultees and key
stakeholders involved in this stage will be encouraged to provide written feedback
via the following methods:


Project website online feedback facility



Hard copy feedback form



Project email address



Freepost address



0800 information line

4.8.24 Wherever possible all public facing materials will be supplied in both Welsh and
English and, where it is not possible to provide a translated version of a technical
and planning document, a summary in Welsh will be made available.
4.8.25 How will comments and feedback be recorded?
4.8.26 All responses received will be acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database and detailed analysis of the responses carried out. The
information obtained during this stage of the consultation process will be included
in the final Consultation Report which will form part of the DCO application.
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4.9

Consultation Summary
Stage 1

Stage 2

Stage 3

Route corridor options

Route alignment options

Proposed detailed
scheme

When

Mid 2013

Early 2014

Late 2014

Duration

14 weeks

8 weeks

4 weeks

With who

Statutory consultees
including affected
community councils and
other community
representative groups

Affected residents,
businesses, landowners,
PILs, community groups
and representatives,
members of the public and
other statutory consultees

Affected residents,
businesses, landowners,
PILs, community groups
and representatives,
members of the public and
other statutory consultees

On what

4.9.1

Burry Port consultation

4.9.2

In addition to the multi-stage consultation on the route corridors, the alignment
options and the detailed scheme, we will also be consulting with the public, the
community council and the statutory consultees potentially affected by the
additional work we need to do at Burry Port.

4.9.3

This consultation will involve face to face meetings and where necessary, public
exhibitions, to explain the work required.
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4.10

Stage 4 – Preparing for the DCO application

4.10.1 Consultation Report
4.10.2 The Consultation Report is a statutory requirement and will accompany the DCO
application alongside the Environmental Statement. This report will summarise all
the relevant feedback collated throughout the pre-application process and will
provide evidence of how feedback has influenced the scheme design process at
all stages of development.
4.10.3 Feedback analysis
4.10.4 Data capture of all feedback received through formal consultation and
engagement is a vital component of the audit trail required under the Planning Act
2008 to demonstrate how consultation has influenced the decision making
process.
4.10.5 Using a bespoke Tracker system, all relevant responses will be captured across all
consultation methods to create an evidence trail of how, when and from whom,
feedback has been received. It will log and track all information exchange
transactions involving each stakeholder or group of stakeholders (including
statutory consultees). This will form the foundation for efficient and accurate
analysis of consultation feedback. Data analysis will separately be undertaken by
Dialogue by Design using a process which directly links into the Tracker system.
4.10.6 Data and analysis collected from these processes will form the basis of
consultation reports submitted as part of the DCO application.
4.10.7 Key to effective analysis is understanding and preparing for the variety of forms in
which feedback can be received including answers to structured questions and
unstructured feedback.
4.10.8 We anticipate feedback will be drawn from:
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Feedback forms (hard copy and online)



Email



Letter



Telephone



Formal responses by statutory consultees

4.10.9 Statement of Common Ground
4.10.10 In preparation for the Examination period, a Statement of Common Ground will
also be prepared jointly with Carmarthenshire County Council to state clearly the
areas of agreement and difference in relation to the proposals.
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4.11

Stage 5 – Publicity and communication of the DCO application submission

4.11.1 We will then submit our DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate for
acceptance and subsequent examination. The Planning Inspectorate will then
make a recommendation to the Secretary of State who will make a decision on the
application.
4.11.2 When the DCO application is submitted, those directly affected and the public in
general will be advised of the submission and the application detail.
4.11.3 This will be an information exercise and aims to:


Notify those directly affected by the proposals of the application submission
and the date



Provide summary and detailed information of the scheme proposals

4.11.4 The components of the information exercise are likely to include:


Information available on the project website



A media announcement and publicity



Inspection copies of documents available in public places



Possible information events/displays
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4.12

Stage 6 - Post DCO application submission

4.12.1 There will be substantial communication requirements once the DCO application
has been formally accepted and during the Examination process. Communication
and maintenance of key relationships with statutory and non statutory consultees
will be extremely important in managing this phase of the project’s development
and a separate communications strategy will be required.
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5

Appendices

Appendix A
Statutory consultees for Stages 1, 2 and 3 of the consultation process
1. Carmarthenshire County Council - councillors
2. AONB Conservation Boards
3. Arriva Trains Wales
4. Brecon Beacons National Park Authority
5. CADW
6. Campaign for the Protection of Rural Wales
7. Canal and River Trust
8. Carmarthenshire County Council - officers
9. Carmarthenshire County Council - highways
10. Carmarthenshire Rivers Trust
11. Development Control Officer Ceredigion County Council
12. Development Management Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority
13. Dyfed Archaeological Trust
14. Dyfed Powys Police
15. First Great Western
16. GTC (IDNO)
17. Head of Planning City & County of Swansea
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18. Head of Planning Pembrokeshire County Council
19. Hywel Dda Health Board
20. Mid and West Wales Fire and Rescue Service
21. Ministry of Defence
22. National Grid
23. National Grid Electricity Transmission plc.
24. National Trust
25. Natural Resources Wales
26. Network Rail
27. North Team Leader Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council
28. PINS
29. Public Gas Transporter
30. Public Health England
31. Red Kite Trust
32. Relevant statutory undertakers
33. Royal Commission on Ancient and Historical Monuments of Wales
34. Scottish and Southern (IDNO)
35. South West Wales Integrated Transport Consortium (SWWITCH)
36. Specialist Services Manager Powys County Council
37. Telecoms (mobile providers)
38. The British Waterways Board
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39. The Carmarthenshire Bird Club
40. The Civil Aviation Authority
41. The Coal Authority
42. The Commission for Sustainable Development
43. The Crown Estate Commissioners
44. The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory Committee
45. The Equality and Human Rights Commission
46. The Gas and Electricity Markets Authority
47. The Health and Safety Executive
48. The Health Protection Agency
49. The Highways Agency
50. The Office of Rail Regulation and approved operators
51. The Rail Passengers Council
52. The relevant community councils
53. The Water Services Regulation Authority
54. The Wildlife Trust of South and West Wales
55. Welsh Government - Ministers
56. Welsh Government - officers
57. Welsh Language Commissioner
58. Welsh Water
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Appendix B
Community Councils potentially affected by the route alignment options
1. Abergwili Community Council
2. Bronwydd Community Council
3. Carmarthen Community Council
4. Llandyfaelog Community Council
5. Llanegwad Community Council
6. Llanelli Rural Council
7. Llanfihangel Rhos-y-Corn Community Council
8. Llanfihangel-ar-Arth Community Council
9. Llanfynydd Community Council
10. Llangain Community Council
11. Llangynnwr Community Council
12. Llangyndeyrn Community Council
13. Llanllawddog Community Council
14. Llanllwni Community Council
15. Llanpumsaint Community Council
16. Llansawel Community Council
17. Talley Community Council
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Appendix C
Campaign groups, interest groups, local amenity user groups and representative bodies
potentially affected by the route alignment options


Abergwili Angling Club



Bike Brechfa



Bonkas 4x4 Wales



Brechfa Forest Energy Action Group (BFEAG)



Brechfa Forest Tourism Cluster Group



Carmarthen Amateur Angling Association



Carmarthen and District Angling Club



Carmarthen and District Ramblers



Carmarthen Coracle and Netsmen's Association



Carmarthenshire Riders Group



Central and North Carmarthenshire Tourism Clusters



Clwb Godre’r Mynydd Du Shooting and Fishing Club



Cog Nation



Country Guardian



Crosshands and District Angling Association



Dinefwr Ramblers' Group



European Platform Against Windfarms



Friends of Llanllwni Mountain



Grŵp Blaengwen
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Gwaun Cae Gurwen Angling Association



Gwendraeth Valley Paddlers



Hawk Adventures, Llanarthney



Hills Farm Stables, Carmarthen



Llandeilo Angling Association



Llanelli Ramblers



Mynydd Llansadwm Action Group (MLAG)



National Opposition to Windfarms (NOW)



Ramblers Cymru



The British Horse Society Cymru



Towy Valley Riding Club



Tywi Fishing Nantgaredig
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Appendix D
Hard to reach groups who may be less willing or able to engage in the consultation
process


Agricultural workers



Carers



Elderly (+65)



Faith



Holiday home owners



Homeless people



Interest groups



Local businesses



Migrant workers



People with disabilities



People with learning difficulties



Refugee and Asylum seekers



Rural/isolated communities



Schools



Socially deprived communities



Those from minority groups



Those with a long term physical or mental health problem



Those with poor internet connectivity



Those without transport
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Time poor, e.g. working parents



Tourism organisations



Tourists



Travellers



Young people(16-24 year olds)
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Appendix E
Inspection copies of project documents will be available to view at the following locations:
Carmarthenshire County Council Offices
Carmarthenshire County Council, 3 Spilman Street, Carmarthen, SA31 1LQ
(Opening hours: 9.00am to 5.00pm)
Carmarthen Library
St Peters Street, Carmarthen, SA31 1LN
(Opening hours: Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday: 9.30am to 7.00pm, Thursday
and Saturday: 9.30am to 5.00pm)
Penbontbren Stores
Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA33 6BZ
(Opening hours: Monday to Saturday 8.00am to 8.00pm, Sunday 9.00am to 1.00pm)
Gwalia Garage
Peniel Road, Llanllawddog, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7DR
(Opening hours: Monday to Sunday 7am to 8pm)
Brechfa Community Shop
Brechfa, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7QY
(Opening hours: Monday and Thursday 9.00am to 1.00pm, Tuesday and Saturday 9.00am
to 12.00pm)
Premier Stores, Pencader
Y Bryn, Pencader, Carmarthenshire, SA39 9HA
(Opening hours: Monday to Saturday 6.30am to 10pm, Sunday 7.30am to 10pm)
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01559 384373 – Marcel Williams

Appendix F
The details of the public exhibition events
Date
Thursday 6 March 2014

Time
3pm to 8pm

Venue
Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Wednesday 12 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY

Thursday 13 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Thursday 20 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

St Peter’s Civic Hall
1 Nott Square
Carmarthen
SA31 1PG

Friday 21 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Saturday 22 March 2014

10am to 4pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY

Wednesday 26 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Saturday 29 March 2014

10am to 3pm

The Ivy Bush Hotel
Spilman Street
Carmarthen
SA31 1LG
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6

Contact information

6.1

Various methods of contact will be available throughout the consultation process
including:


Web: www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfa-forest-connection



Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk



Post: FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION



Freephone: 0800 019 3518



Twitter: @WPD_Brechfa
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Executive summary


This document reports on the Stage 2 Consultation undertaken by Western Power
Distribution (WPD) on the route alignment options to connect two proposed wind
farms in the Brechfa Forest area of Carmarthenshire.



A third wind farm, Bryn Llywelyn, was proposed by Renewable Energy Systems
(RES), but following refusal of planning permission and dismissal of their appeal,
RES has now withdrawn its connection application therefore removing the need to
consider, or report on, this element of the connection any further.



WPD invited over 250 landowners and 11,700 households and businesses to take
part in the consultation and briefed various elected representatives over the eightweek consultation period.



WPD held 13 exhibition events which were attended by around 600 landowners and
members of the public.



A total of 273 responses were received during this second stage of consultation of
which 209 were from members of the public with the rest coming from statutory
consultees, elected representatives and other organisations.



Chapters 1 to 3 of the report provide background on WPD, background on the
project, the details of consultation carried out to date and Stage 2 Consultation
itself. Chapters 4 and 5 explain how the responses received were recorded and
managed and chapters 6 and 7 detail the issues raised in responses submitted by
consultees and members of the public. Chapter 8 of this report provides WPD’s
responses to the comments and questions received from statutory consultees and
the public during this stage of consultation.



Chapter 9 provides the conclusions and next steps and includes the details of the
alignment options selected to take forward to the final design stage.
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1

Introduction

1.1

Purpose of this document

1.1.1

This report comprises Western Power Distribution’s feedback report on Stage 2
Consultation with prescribed statutory consultees including the local authority,
community councils, elected representatives (MPs, AMs and local authority
members), landowners and those with an interest in the land (described as
Persons with an Interest on the Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008), the public,
local communities, businesses and local amenity user groups. The purpose of the
consultation was to gather feedback on the route alignment options to connect the
proposed wind farms to the electricity network.

1.1.2

This document:


Reports on the Stage 2 Consultation undertaken by Western Power
Distribution (WPD) between Monday, 17 February 2014 and Friday,
11 April 2014



Details the issues raised in responses submitted by consultees and members
of the public



Reports how WPD has responded to the consultation to date



Reports how consultation feedback will inform and influence the decision as to
which alignment option is selected to connect the wind farms alongside other
technical, environmental, social and economic information.

1.1.3

This Stage 2 Consultation Report will inform the final Consultation Report which
ultimately will be provided to the Planning Inspectorate for acceptance and
subsequent examination, as required under Section 37(3) (c) of the Planning Act
2008 when an application for a Development Consent Order (DCO) is made to the
Planning Inspectorate, anticipated to be in early 2015.

1.2

Structure of the report

1.2.1

The first two chapters of this report explain the purpose of the document, WPD’s
3
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role and its commitment to engagement and consultation, before outlining the
project and how it has developed to date.
1.2.2

Chapter 3 provides a detailed summary of how the consultation strategy was
developed, who WPD consulted with and how consultation was delivered.
Chapter 4 describes how responses received during this stage of consultation
were managed and Chapter 5 provides an overview of those responses.

1.2.3

Chapters 6 and 7 provide detailed information on the responses received from
both statutory consultees and members of the public. Chapter 8 of this report
provides WPD’s responses to the responses received from statutory consultees
and the public during this stage of consultation.

1.2.4

Chapter 9 explains the conclusions drawn by WPD and the next steps in the
consultation process. The final chapter, Chapter 10, contains the document
appendices.

1.3

Western Power Distribution's role

1.3.1

WPD is the Distribution Network Operator (DNO) for the Midlands, South Wales
and the South West and holder of an electricity distribution licence issued in
accordance with the provisions of the Electricity Act 1989 as amended by the
Utilities Act 2000.

1.3.2

The role of the company is to distribute electricity using WPD’s own network of
substations, overhead lines and underground cables, from the national grid to the
metering point of the electricity supply companies or their customers.

1.3.3

WPD is a regulated business and operates under a licence granted by Ofgem, the
Office of Gas and Electricity Markets. The company must maintain an efficient,
coordinated and economical system of electricity distribution. While doing this,
WPD must also reduce the impact of its proposals on the wider environment.

1.3.4

Under its licence WPD is required, when requested, to provide connections for
new customers, including electricity generators such as wind farm developers.

1.4

Western Power Distribution’s commitment to engagement and consultation

1.4.1

Western Power Distribution and its project team make the following commitments
to engagement and consultation:
4
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We will be open and transparent in our engagement with the local community
and key stakeholders



We will make information available in a range of formats



We will make all public materials and summaries of technical documents
available in both Welsh and English



We will liaise with Carmarthenshire County Council, community councils and
representatives of hard-to-reach groups to identify any potential individuals or
groups that might be affected by the proposals but might not engage and for
whom special effort will be required



Each stage of consultation will last for a minimum of 28 days



We will publicise the consultation events at least seven days in advance



We will record, respond to where appropriate, and report on all material issues
raised during the consultation process



We will continue to engage with the local community, local authorities and
other key stakeholders regardless of the formal defined periods of consultation



We will review the arrangements for consultation throughout the process and
assess their effectiveness on a regular basis



We will remain open to suggestions as to how best to communicate with the
local community throughout the consultation process.
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2

Introduction to the project

2.1

Project need

2.1.1

Under its obligation to connect new power generation to the distribution network, in
February 2011 WPD made new connection offers to two wind farm developers,
RWE Innogy (RWE) and Renewable Energy Systems (RES), for three proposed
wind farms in and around Brechfa Forest, to the north of Carmarthen in South
Wales.

2.1.2

The first is a wind farm to be built by RWE npower renewables Limited (RWE
NRL) at Brechfa Forest West (centred on the Afon Pib valley, east of Alltwalis).
Owing to the size of the proposed wind farm it is classified as a Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP). It received consent from the Secretary of
State for Energy and Climate Change in March 2013. The second wind farm,
Brechfa Forest East, is also proposed by RWE NRL. It received consent from
Carmarthenshire County Council in December 2013 under the Town and Country
Planning (England and Wales) Act 1990.

2.1.3

A third wind farm, Bryn Llywelyn, was proposed by Renewable Energy Systems
(RES), but was refused planning permission by Carmarthenshire County Council
in November 2012. RES appealed the decision and in autumn 2013 the appeal
was heard at a local public inquiry. In May 2014 Welsh Government dismissed the
appeal, therefore refusing planning permission for the wind farm. RES
subsequently withdrew its connection application in early June 2014, therefore
removing the need to consider this element of the connection any further.

2.1.4

The two consented wind farms have a combined capacity of up to 120 megawatts
(MW). They are:
Wind farm

2.1.5

Number of turbines

Megawatts (Max)

Developer

Brechfa West

28

84 MW

RWE

Brechfa East

12

36 MW

RWE

Following the applications, WPD carried out a review of the engineering options
available to connect the proposed wind farms to the existing WPD electricity
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distribution network, and to identify the preferred option for the connection that
would be taken forward.
2.1.6

The system studies identified the voltage should be 132,000 volt (132kV) as this is
the most efficient at carrying large amounts of generated electricity over distance.

2.1.7

In order to comply with its regulatory obligation to provide the most cost effective
new connection to the proposed wind farms, WPD determined, in conjunction with
the wind farm developers, that the new connection should be constructed as a
single circuit 132kV overhead line using twin wood poles.

2.2

Project development to date

2.2.1

In summer 2013, WPD carried out Stage 1 Consultation and engaged with
community councils, specialist statutory bodies and with local amenity user groups
to gather information which helped inform the selection of our preferred route
corridors to connect the wind farms to the electricity network. We also consulted
with statutory bodies on early stage preliminary environmental information (PEI)
gathered by WPD’s environmental consultants, RSK, for feedback and comment.
The preferred route corridors were identified and publically announced in
January 2014.

2.2.2

Following the identification of these preferred corridors our engineers and
environmental consultants identified where we might put an overhead power line,
also called an alignment, within these corridors.

2.2.3

During Stage 2 Consultation, which was carried out over an eight-week period
from Monday, 17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014, WPD engaged with all
consultees involved in first stage plus members of the public, residents,
businesses, landowners and those with an interest on the land (described as
Persons with an Interest in the Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008) to gather
feedback on the proposed route alignment options to connect the wind farms to
the electricity network. The PEI gathered for the route alignment options was also
presented and comments and feedback sought on its content.

2.2.4

WPD widely advertised Stage 2 Consultation throughout the area and information
on where adverts were placed can be found in Appendix G.

2.2.5

During the eight-week consultation period, WPD delivered a series of public
exhibition events and specific events for landowners and PILs. Around 600 people
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attended the 13 events.
2.2.6

Stage 2 Consultation closed on Friday, 11 April 2014. Detailed analysis of the
comments and feedback responses has been carried out. Along with other
technical, environmental, social and economic information, all relevant responses
received during Stage 2 Consultation have been used to help determine the
selection of the preferred route alignment which was announced in July 2014.

2.3

Strategic options and corridor development

2.3.1

To determine connection options for the proposed wind farms, WPD carried out an
extensive technical constraints review of existing and planned infrastructure. This
identified that there are existing overhead line circuits that run from Llandyfaelog,
south of Carmarthen, to Swansea North Substation near Felindre, which can be
used for part of the connection route.

2.3.2

Following the identification of a connection point at Llandyfaelog, WPD’s
environmental consultants, RSK, agreed with Carmarthenshire County Council
and other statutory consultees representing environmental interests, a defined
study area and a proposed method to map areas of specific environmental interest
known as primary environmental constraints. Using the agreed methodology and
avoiding these areas, route corridor options were identified and consulted on in
summer 2013 as part of Stage 1 Consultation.

2.4

Stage 1 Consultation

2.4.1

Stage 1 Consultation was carried out over a fourteen-week period running from
Monday, 24 June 2013 to Friday, 27 September 2013. The following consultation
and communication methods were used to engage with stakeholders:


Briefings for Members of Parliament, Assembly Members and Regional
Assembly Members



Briefings and site visits for Carmarthenshire county councillors



Deliberative workshops with affected community councils and interest groups



Attendance at community council meetings, by invitation only



Correspondence with statutory consultees.
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2.4.2

The aim of Stage 1 Consultation was to gather detailed local information on each
of the route corridors. Where information was provided, both at workshops and in
written responses, it was fed in to the corridor assessment process carried out by
WPD’s environmental consultants, RSK.

2.4.3

All responses received were acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database. Detailed analysis of the responses was carried out. Along
with other technical, environmental, social and economic information, all relevant
responses received were used to help determine which route corridor options
should be taken forward to the route alignment stage.

2.4.4

Alongside the delivery of Stage 1 Consultation, WPD and its consultants carried
out various environmental and technical surveys throughout the corridors. The
information gathered from the surveys was considered along with the information
provided at the workshops and in the relevant written responses received and
used to help influence the selection of the preferred corridors. The details of this
assessment are contained within the updated Route Corridor Selection Report
which was published alongside the first Interim Consultation Report in January
2014.

2.5

Responses received

2.5.1

During the fourteen-week consultation period of Stage 1, a total of 87 responses
were received. In some cases more than one response from an individual or
organisation was recorded and in other cases some consultees chose to submit a
joint response.

2.5.2

Responses to the consultation were received in both Welsh and English. The
table below describes the breakdown of these response types.
Response type

Count

Letters and emails - English

84

Letters and emails - Welsh

3

Total

87
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2.6

Responses by stakeholder type

2.6.1

In order to assist WPD in considering the responses to the consultation period and
to comply with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were categorised
according to the status of the stakeholder within the planning process.

2.6.2

The table below summarises the total responses received by WPD from statutory
consultees, non-statutory consultees, local amenity user groups and the public
during the Stage 1 Consultation.

Stakeholder type

Count

Statutory consultees

29

Local authority officers

2

Elected representatives

9

(MPs, AMs and local authority members)
Community councils

14

Local amenity user groups

11

Members of the public

20

Other organisations

2
Total

87

2.6.3

The first Interim Consultation Report (published in January 2014) details the
Stage 1 Consultation undertaken by WPD between 24 June 2013 and
27 September 2013, the issues raised in responses submitted by consultees, how
WPD has responded to the consultation to date and how consultation feedback
has informed the selection of preferred route corridors.

2.6.4

The first Interim Consultation Report is available to download from the Library
section of the project website (www.westernpower.co.uk/Brechfa-ForestConnection) and copies were made available at all Stage 2 Consultation events.

10

Second Interim Consultation Report

2.7

Route corridor options identification

2.7.1

Following the selection of preferred corridors to connect the proposed wind farms
to the connection point near Llandyfaelog, WPD identified potential route
alignment options within these corridors where they could build an overhead line.
In early 2014 WPD carried out the second stage of consultation on these
alignment options.
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3

Stage 2 Consultation

3.1

Overview

3.1.1

The Planning Act 2008 defines overhead line projects at 132kV and above to be
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIP) which require an application to
be made for a Development Consent Order (DCO). It also places a duty on WPD
to undertake consultation before an application for a DCO is submitted.

3.1.2

Before the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) will accept an application on behalf of the
Secretary of State, it must be satisfied that WPD has conducted adequate preapplication consultation. The pre-application consultation will also be important in
relation to the examination process after the application has been accepted.

3.2

Developing the Consultation Strategy

3.2.1

The Consultation Strategy has been developed on advice received from PINS,
WPD’s legal advisors and on the updated pre-application process guidance
produced by the Department for Communities and Local Government in January
2013. Detailed community and stakeholder research have helped to shape the
strategy, together with information and guidance received from Carmarthenshire
County Council.

3.2.2

The Consultation Strategy is based upon the principles of the Planning Act 2008
for NSIPs and current Government guidance. Its purpose is to:


Involve local authorities, communities and statutory consultees early in the
proposal development to bring about benefits for all parties



Raise awareness and build understanding of the proposals among people
living in the vicinity, or those potentially affected by wider effects



Allow people potentially affected by the proposals to provide feedback as they
develop, so that their views can influence the decision making process and the
final application



Obtain important information about the economic, social and environmental
12
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impacts of a scheme from consultees to rule out unsuitable options and to
consider mitigating measures before the application is submitted


Communicate with clarity of intent to enable those being consulted to
understand what can be influenced and why



Communicate the need for and explain the procedure for agreeing access and
rights over land or acquiring such rights over land for the connection



Communicate proportionately to the scale of the proposal



Encourage structured discussion and debate, embracing constructive ideas
and suggestions and generating demonstrable evidence of a responsive
process



Give feedback to those affected by the proposal as to how their comments
have shaped the proposal



Build lasting, positive relationships in which points of agreement and
difference are clearly demonstrated.

3.2.3

The purpose of the strategy was to help answer the following questions:


Why are we consulting?



What do we want to know?



What are the criteria for consulting with specific communities, groups and
individuals?



What aspects of the proposals can they influence?



What methods will we use to enable them to contribute, and for us to capture
feedback and produce evidence of how they have influenced the proposals?



What measures have we taken to ensure that consultation is conducted in a
way that is inclusive of people from hard-to-reach and/or marginalised groups?
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3.2.4

Our Consultation Strategy involves a multi-stage process comprising two stages of
non-statutory consultation and one stage of statutory consultation (with section 42
and 47 consultees as identified in the Planning Act 2008) in accordance with the
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) guidance.

3.2.5

During stage one (Monday, 24 June 2013 to Friday, 27 September 2013), we
engaged with MPs, AMs, RAMs, local authority members, local authority planning
department officers, community councils, specialist statutory consultees and with
local amenity user groups to gather information to help inform the selection of a
preferred route corridor or corridors to connect the wind farms to the electricity
network. We also consulted with statutory bodies on early stage preliminary
environmental information (PEI) gathered by RSK for feedback and comment.

3.2.6

During stage two (Monday, 17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014) of the
consultation process, we carried out informal engagement with all the consultees
involved in the first stage plus members of the public, local communities,
businesses, landowners and those with an interest in the land (described as
Persons with an Interest in the Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008) to gather
feedback on the proposed route alignment options to connect the wind farms to
the electricity network. The PEI gathered for the route alignment options was also
presented and comments and feedback sought from statutory consultees on its
content.

3.2.7

The final stage of the pre-application consultation process will be statutory
consultation on the proposed application (which may include more than one
connection to take into account all of the identified wind farm combinations) and on
the draft Environmental Statement (ES). Statutory consultation will be in
accordance with Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Planning Act 2008. A detailed
programme of activity for this stage will be described in a Statement of Community
Consultation (SOCC) which will be developed in conjunction with, and reviewed
by, Carmarthenshire County Council.

3.3

Who did Western Power Distribution consult?

3.3.1

As part of the second stage of consultation WPD engaged with the following:


Three Members of Parliament



Three Assembly Members



Four Regional Assembly Members
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14 local authority members



The local planning authority



16 community councils



61 statutory consultees



31 local amenity user groups, interest groups and campaign groups



258 landowners



11,705 households and businesses.

3.3.2

The details of these consultees can be found in Appendix B.

3.4

How did Western Power Distribution consult?

3.4.1

Stage 2 Consultation was carried out over an eight-week period running from
Monday, 17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014. The following consultation
and communication methods were available and used to engage with
stakeholders:


Briefings for MPs, AMs and RAMs



Briefings for Carmarthenshire county councillors



Public exhibitions



Specific exhibitions for landowners and PILs



Accessible information at key location points in Carmarthenshire (Appendix
G), including the WPD project website



Workshop and correspondence with statutory consultees



Media relations



Offer to attend community council meetings, by invitation only



Offer to provide briefings and meetings with established community groups.
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3.4.2

The dates of and attendees at these events can be found in Appendix C.

3.5

Close of consultation

3.5.1

The consultation period for Stage 2 closed on Friday, 11 April 2014.

3.5.2

All responses received were acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database. Detailed analysis of the responses was carried out. Along
with other technical, environmental, social and economic information, all relevant
responses received during Stage 2 Consultation have been used to help
determine the selection of the preferred route alignment which was announced in
July 2014.
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4

Process for management of responses

4.1

Introduction

4.1.1

This chapter outlines how responses were received and processed in preparation
for analysis during the consultation period using a specialist company, Dialogue by
Design (DbyD).

4.2

Mechanisms for feedback

4.2.1

During the consultation respondents were able to respond in a variety of ways. A
feedback form was developed which included open questions on each of the route
alignment sections, followed by a question asking for general comments about the
project. This feedback form was recreated for an online feedback facility to which
respondents could submit their feedback during the consultation. The online
response form enabled respondents to return to their feedback response to update
and amend it at any point during the consultation. Welsh versions of both the
online and hard copy feedback form were also made available.

4.2.2

In addition to the online and paper response forms, respondents were able to
provide feedback via the project email account and freepost address.

4.2.3

There was also a dedicated 0800 Freephone information line available throughout
this stage, although its function was not intended to receive feedback.

4.2.4

All respondents who submitted feedback via the website, through the post or via
email received a response to acknowledge receipt of their feedback.

4.2.5

All external facing materials were supplied in both Welsh and English apart from
the extensive technical and planning related documents. Executive summary
versions of these documents were made available and translated into Welsh.

4.3

Processing responses and correspondence

4.3.1

All responses received via the freepost address and project email account were
transferred securely to DbyD. Online responses were securely downloaded from
the website by DbyD at regular intervals throughout the consultation. For reporting
purposes, all of the responses were individually logged, transcribed and entered
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into the DbyD analysis system and assigned a unique reference number. Welsh
language responses were translated and entered in English into the analysis
system. Responses which did not raise issues in relation to the consultation were
categorised as a null response and not included in the analysis. A total of 78
responses were categorised in this way. Null responses included:


General enquiries



Duplicate submissions



Workshop and meeting correspondence



Blank response forms

4.4

Quality assurance: processing responses

4.4.1

The quality of the transcription process was controlled by a transcription
supervisor who reviewed a percentage of the transcriptions and indicated their
quality using a comprehensive scoring system. In cases where a significant error
was detected, the supervisor reviewed a further percentage of the team member’s
work, up to a maximum of three such errors, after which 100% of their work was
reviewed fully.
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5

Overview of responses to Stage 2 Consultation

5.1

Responses received

5.1.1

During the eight-week consultation period, a total of 273 responses were received.
In some cases more than one response from an individual or organisation was
recorded and in other cases some consultees chose to submit a joint response.

5.2

Response types

5.2.1

Responses to the consultation were received in both Welsh and English. The
table below describes the breakdown of these response types.

Response type

Count

Online feedback form - English

71

Online feedback form - Welsh

3

Paper feedback form - English

104

Paper feedback form - Welsh

3

Letters and emails - English

92

Total

273

5.3

Responses by stakeholder type

5.3.1

In order to assist WPD in considering the responses to the consultation period and
to comply with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were categorised
according to the status of the consultees within the planning process.

5.3.2

The table below summarises the total responses received by WPD from
prescribed consultees, local authorities, elected representatives and the public
during the Stage 2 Consultation.
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Stakeholder type

Count

Prescribed consultees

22

Local authority officers

2

Elected representatives

13

(MPs, AMs and local authority members)
Community councils

9

Members of the public

209

Other organisations

18

Total

273

5.3.3

Consultees who responded are listed in Chapter 6.

5.4

Responses received outside the consultation period

5.4.1

Stage 2 Consultation ran from Monday, 17th February 2014 until Friday, 11 April
2014. Responses to the consultation were accepted up until midnight on
Wednesday, 16 April 2014 to allow for late post-delivery. Five responses were
received after 16 April 2014 and have not been included in the analysis. One
respondent, the Ministry of Defence, responded before the start of consultation to
state that they have no safeguarding concerns regarding the project.

5.5

Process for analysing responses

5.5.1

DbyD’s approach was to organise and analyse the issues raised in the
consultation and then report in a way that enabled the issues to be easily
understood. There are three distinct phases to this analysis process, which are
explained below.

5.6

Use of an analytical framework

5.6.1

In order to analyse the consultation responses, including the variety of issues
raised and views expressed, an analytical framework was created. The purpose
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of this framework was to enable DbyD’s analysts to organise responses by key
themes and issues, so that both key messages and specific points of detail could
be captured, reported and considered by WPD in developing its proposals for the
project.
5.6.2

The process for developing this framework involved DbyD working with WPD and
the wider project team to prepare and agree an initial list of anticipated themes
and codes. Codes were allocated to each theme and as the analysts reviewed the
responses, every point, issue or concern was identified, recorded and coded.

5.6.3

These themes are shown in the table below and form the basic structure of this
report:
Theme
Consultation and information

Description
Comments on the consultation process,
current and future.
Requests for more information about the
project/proposed connection.
Comments of the costs of the various
alignment options and technologies
more generally, including suggestions
and concerns.

Costs

Engineering, design and construction

Comments about how much ought to be
spent (e.g. “cost should be of no
concern relative to the environment”,
“WPD should pick the cheapest option”).
Comments about the viability of different
technology options, infrastructure, etc.
Comments about the wider network, the
resilience of the options, etc.
Comments about the construction
process and access to land.

Environment

Comments about the natural and
historic environment, including
designated sites such as SSSIs.
Health and physical safety concerns
(e.g. accident risk, concerns regarding
electric and magnetic fields (EMFs)).
Issues related to land required for the
construction of the connection, including

Health, safety and security

Land owner issues
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easements, rights of access and
compulsory purchase orders.
Comments on particular towns, villages
and places of interest.
Western Power Distribution policy (e.g.
principles of connection design).

Location specific
Policy, principles and project case

National policy issues, including energy
generation.
Project/need case.
Other documents/sources etc.
Comments about where the connection
should go, both general principles and
specifics. Preference towards specific
alignment options.
Comments about potential impacts on
local economic activity and other socioeconomic factors.
Other topics.

References
Routeing

Socio-economic

Other

5.6.4

A total of 391 codes were identified, of which 142 refer to specific locations within
the preferred route corridor.

5.7

Reporting

5.7.1

Once the process of analysing responses was completed two reports were
produced by DbyD, a summary report of the issues and a data report showing the
comments and codes applied.

5.7.2

The summary report provides a narrative overview of the issues raised, describing
in detail the themes and codes referred to in responses to the consultation. The
summary report is contained within chapters 6 and 7 of this document with the
issues raised grouped by the themes displayed in the table above. The narrative
description of the issues raised in the these chapters indicates how many
respondents raised specific concerns using phrases such as ‘many’ or ‘a few’
respondents. These phrases are only indicative and do not express clearly
defined numbers.

5.7.3

The data report contains all the comments made by respondents and the codes
applied to each issue raised. WPD’s responses to the issues raised are contained
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within Chapter 8 of this document.
5.8

Quality assurance: analysis and reporting

5.8.1

At the collation and analysis stage, DbyD carried out a number of quality
assurance procedures. The analysis team held regular team meetings to discuss
the process and compare working notes to ensure a consistent and accurate
approach was taken by each analyst. Senior analysts reviewed the coding
regularly to ensure consistent application of the themes and codes. The coding
framework itself was regularly reviewed throughout the analysis period with input
from the WPD project team and the DbyD analysis team.
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6

Responses from prescribed consultees (Statutory
consultees, non-statutory consultees )

6.1

Introduction

6.1.1

This chapter presents responses from prescribed consultees and non-statutory
consultees, summarising the issues raised in those responses.

6.1.2

In line with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were categorised by the
status of the stakeholder according to the Planning Act 2008.

6.1.3

Public responses, including responses from elected representatives, small
businesses and amenity groups are presented in Chapter 7.

6.1.4

A total of 33 responses were received from the 25 consultees identified below. In
some cases more than one response from an organisation was recorded.

6.2

List of consultees who responded to the consultation

6.2.1

Prescribed consultees:


Cadw



Dyfed Archaeological Trust



Farmers Union of Wales



GTC



Hywel Dda University Health Board



National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) & National Grid Gas plc
(NGG)



Natural Resources Wales (NRW)



Network Rail



NHS Wales University Health Board
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6.2.2

6.2.3



Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority



RAF Search and Rescue



RWE Innogy UK Ltd



Statkraft UK Ltd



The Coal Authority



WAST/ Wales Air Ambulance



Water Services Regulation Authority (OFWAT)



Welsh Government



Welsh Government, Transport Division.

Local authorities:


Carmarthenshire County Council



Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council.

Community councils:


Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council



Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council



Llanllawddog Community Council



Llanllwni Community Council



Llanpumsaint Community Council.

6.2.4

Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority, GTC, The Coal Authority and Neath
Port Talbot County Borough Council responded only to confirm that they have no
comment to make or no concerns regarding the project.

6.2.5

The responses provided by Natural Resources Wales (NRW) and
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Carmarthenshire County Council referred to the alignment option annotation used
in the Route Alignment Options Report (February 2014). For the purpose of this
Interim Consultation Report, those comments have been referenced against the
alignment options annotation presented in the Stage 2 Feedback Form.
6.3

Section A

6.3.1

This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding Section A
and its six alignment options labelled A1 to A6. It then summarises comments
made in response to Section A as a whole. General comments on the entire
project can be found in part 6.41 of the report. Four responses from consultees
commented on Section A.

6.4

Alignment options A1 and A2

6.4.1

National Grid highlighted the existence of a high pressure gas pipeline running
through alignment options A1 and A2 and provided procedures to be followed
should WPD need to carry out work in its vicinity, as well as general health and
safety information for carrying out work near pipelines.

6.4.2

Both Natural Resources Wales (NRW) and Carmarthenshire County Council
highlighted potential issues in alignment option A1 regarding the impact of the
connection upon skylines, suggesting that the connection follow lower ground
where it is possible and seek to minimise any resulting landscape effects with
vegetation. They also suggested that the proximity to existing overhead lines may
conflict with the Holford Rule regarding convergence. They noted that the area
within which the option would run is not widely populated or used for recreation,
notwithstanding the existence of a public right of way.

6.4.3

Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted restored ancient woodland and
associated watercourses in alignment option A1, and suggested that these
features should be subject to detailed survey and avoided if possible.

6.5

Alignment option A3

6.5.1

NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council expressed their concerns about the
impact of an overhead connection on the skyline along high open ground, and the
potential for convergence with existing overhead lines suggesting potential conflict
with Holford Rules 4 and 6. They did note, however, that the area is not widely
populated or used for recreation, notwithstanding the presence of National Cycle
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Route 4. Carmarthenshire County Council also highlighted areas of marshy
grassland and mature hedgerows suggesting they should be subject to detailed
surveys. The council also expressed a preference for the A2 alignment option in
order to minimise the impact upon ecology.
6.6

Alignment option A4

6.6.1

NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted potential conflict with the
Holford Rules regarding convergence with overhead lines and telephone wires,
and noted that regardless of the presences of public rights of way and promoted
walks, the area is not widely populated or used for recreation. Carmarthenshire
County Council also highlighted marshy grassland and mature hedgerows in the
area, suggesting they should be subject to detailed surveys. They also noted
areas of woodland which should be avoided if possible and an area of Plantation
of Ancient Woodland which is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest
(SSSI), which they suggested should be avoided.

6.7

Alignment option A5

6.7.1

NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted potential conflict with the
Holford Rules regarding convergence with overhead lines and telephone wires.
They noted that there are few areas used for recreation, notwithstanding public
rights of way, however they noted two settlements in the east of the corridor.

6.8

Alignment option A6

6.8.1

No comments were received from consultees in relation to alignment options A6.

6.9

General comments - Section A

6.9.1

Cadw noted in their response that Section A would cross the historic landscape of
the Towy Valley included in the Register of Landscapes, Parks and Gardens of
Special Historic Interest in Wales. Carmarthenshire County Council expressed
concerns about the impact of the connection on Ashpits Pond Local Nature
Reserve.

6.10

Section B

6.10.1 This section of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding
Section B. There is only one alignment option in Section B. General comments
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on the entire project can be found in part 6.41 of the report. Three responses from
consultees commented on Section B.
6.10.2 Cadw, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council noted the potential impact on
designated sites, including the Towy Valley Special Landscape Area (SLA) and
Registered Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest in Wales. NRW and
Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted specifically the visual impact
associated with overhead lines on the area.
6.10.3 Moreover, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council also highlighted the issue of
convergence with existing low voltage overhead lines and telephone wires,
suggesting that this conflicts with the Holford Rules. They also noted public rights
of way and residential areas. For these reasons they suggested that a suitable
solution for this section would be to underground the connection. Carmarthenshire
County Council also highlighted the River Towy Special Area of Conservation
(SAC) and SSSI and suggested that proposal should be subject to a Habitat
Regulations Assessment, and noted that the environmental statement should
include features likely to be affected and the required mitigation.
6.10.4 Regarding potential effects on areas of cultural and historical interest, consultees
including Cadw expressed concern about impacts on the historic parks and
gardens around the Towy Valley.
6.10.5 Wales Air Ambulance and Hywel Dda University Health Board both expressed
concern about the proximity of the power lines to the landing site for Glangwili
hospital’s helicopter rescue services. Hywel Dda University Health Board asked
for reassurances that the development would not impact upon the service:
6.10.6 “…the landing site is clearly within the power lines alignment option zone … we
need absolute assurance that this proposal will not impact on current emergency
transfer arrangements linked to the helicopter landing site.” (Hywel Dda University
Health Board).
6.10.7 RAF Search and Rescue, however, confirmed that the landing sites have only
been used on an occasional basis by both military and civilian services.
6.11

Section C

6.11.1 This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding Section C
and its six alignment options labelled C1 to C6. It then summarises comments by
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theme where respondents made comments in response to Section C as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 6.41
of this report. Three responses from consultees commented on Section C.
6.12

Alignment options C1, C2 and C4

6.12.1 NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council’s comments on these three alignment
options referred to their potential interaction with existing low-voltage overhead
lines which would be in conflict with Holford Rule 6. They highlighted sky-lining as
a potential issue due to the corridor options crossing higher open ground.
However, they noted that there are few recreational and residential receptors,
including scattered settlements and farmsteads. Additionally, Carmarthenshire
County Council highlighted various environmental features which should be
avoided where possible, and subjected to detailed surveys, including areas of
Restored Ancient Woodland and other woodland, water courses and peatland.
6.13

Alignment option C3

6.13.1 NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted the potential impact on
existing infrastructure, noting that the option might interact with existing telephone
wires and low-voltage overhead lines, again in conflict with Holford Rule 6. While
acknowledging that the alignment would cross some areas of higher ground, they
noted that the central section would make use of valley landform and therefore be
able to minimise potential landscape and visual effects through sensitive route
design:
6.13.2 “However, the valley landscape has a degree of containment provided by the
topography and woodland cover, with scope to minimise potential landscape and
visual effects through careful routeing.” (NRW)
6.13.3 Carmarthenshire County Council noted areas of Ancient Semi-Natural Woodland
suggesting that this should be avoided.
6.14

Alignment option C5

6.14.1 With regard to alignment option C5, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council
mentioned the potential convergence with or divergence from existing low-voltage
overhead lines and sky-lining as this part of the corridor crosses higher open
ground at Nant-Y-Boncath, however noted that there are few public rights of way
or residential properties. Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted areas of
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broad leaved woodland, suggesting that these should be avoided. While
maintaining their view that the entire connection should be made underground,
they stated that alignment option C5 is preferable to C6 in terms of ecology.
6.15

Alignment option C6

6.15.1 NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council both raised issues of convergence
with existing overhead lines, however suggested that the topography is such that
landscape impacts could be minimised. They also suggested that there are few
public rights of way or residential properties. Carmarthenshire County Council
highlighted a newly planted arboretum as well as Plantation of Ancient Woodland,
suggesting these should be avoided. They also highlighted areas of woodland
and marshy grassland which should be subject to ecological surveys.
6.16

General comments – Section C

6.17

Cost

6.17.1 While acknowledging the higher cost of underground cabling, Llanllawddog
Community Council argued that there are other more important factors to be taken
into account such as impacts on the environment, particularly on the landscape,
which in turn would have an adverse effect on local businesses relying mostly on
tourism:
6.17.2 “The cost of underground cabling should not be an argument as the twin wooden
poles are a blight on the landscape a particularly valid concern in an area where
many businesses that rely on rural tourism.” (Llanllawddog Community Council)
6.18

Engineering, design and construction

6.18.1 One comment from Llanllawddog Community Council referred to the design of
overhead pylons, noting that even twin wooden poles would have an adverse
effect on the landscape and subsequently on the local businesses and rural tourist
industry.
6.19

Routeing and design

6.19.1 With regard to routeing and design, NRW noted the existence of overhead lines
which cross the central extent of the west corridor from the north-west and northsouth near the A485.
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6.19.2 The Llanllawddog Community Council expressed overall support for underground
routeing wherever possible, especially if the connection were to be placed in close
proximity to Llandyfaelog:
6.19.3 “Council wholeheartedly supports that if it is necessary to connect to the grid in
Llandyfaelog that it must be done via underground cables and not through using
overhead lines.” (Llanllawddog Community Council)
6.19.4 The council also suggested using the existing power infrastructure to make the
connection to the grid, namely via the connection already in place from the
Alltwalis Wind Farm to Rhos Llangeler.
6.20

Section D

6.20.1 This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding options
D1 and D 3 only as all other options which relate to the connection to Bryn
Llywelyn Wind Farm have now been discounted. It then summarises comments
by theme where respondents made comments in response to Section D as a
whole. Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in
part 6.41 of this report. Eight responses from consultees commented on Section
D.
6.21

Alignment option D1

6.21.1 Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW both commented on the visual impact
of an overhead connection as proposed within alignment option D1, both from
residential receptors as well as from three public rights of way. In particular, both
of these stakeholders highlighted a potential conflict with Holford Rule 6 where the
line would converge with existing low-voltage overhead lines within this alignment
option. These stakeholders identified similar areas within a number of the
alignment options within this section.
6.21.2 Carmarthenshire County Council also highlighted a particular area within
alignment option D1 where it suggested detailed ecological survey should be
undertaken. This area incorporates a number of habitats including marshy
grassland, hedgerows, woodland and a pond.
6.22

Alignment option D3

6.22.1 As for option D3, both Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW commented on
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areas where the line would converge and diverge from existing lines within this
area and the assessment of visual impact here. They mentioned the potential for
skylining in this area, but noted that there were opportunities for this to be
mitigated naturally:
6.22.2 “The rising landform in the central length may give rise to potential sky-lining.
However, the landscape in the south-western length has a degree of containment
provided by the topography and framework of hedgerow and woodland.” (NRW)
6.22.3 The former also drew attention to areas of mature hedgerows and woodland
containing a range of habitats. They suggested detailed ecological surveys should
be carried out in these areas.
6.23

General comments – Section D

6.23.1 Cadw noted that the scheduled ancient monument Crug y Bedw, south of BlaenRhyd-Fedw is located around Section D. They suggested that there could be an
impact on its settings and suggested that the alignment travel as far to the north as
possible at this point.
6.24

Section E

6.24.1 This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding Section E
and its nine alignment options labelled E1 to E9. It then summarises comments by
theme where respondents made comments in response to Section E as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 6.41
of this report. Four responses from consultees commented on Section D.
6.25

Alignment option E1, E2, E4, E7 and E8

6.25.1 With regard to alignment options E1, E2, E4, E7 and E8, NRW and
Carmarthenshire County Council argued that whilst the valley landscape has a
degree of containment due to its topography and woodland cover, the overhead
connection would cross through riparian vegetation and hedgerows which would
result in visual impacts on the identified Special Landscape Area. This would be in
contradiction with the Holford Rules Supplementary Notes. Carmarthenshire
County Council noted that due to the potential impact of this route on woodland
and habitat, and the impact of existing trees on maintenance, this route should be
considered for undergrounding. They also highlighted a number of ancient
woodland and associated habitats suggesting that these should be subject to
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ecological assessments.
6.25.2 Impacts on landscape due to interaction with existing infrastructure, namely lowvoltage overhead lines, were also mentioned as a potential conflict with Holford
Rule 6. NRW also expressed concern over the potential impact on populated
areas and recreation activities:
6.25.3 “There are both recreational [3 PRoW] and residential receptors [a village and
scattered farmsteads].” (NRW)
6.26

Alignment option E3

6.26.1 With regard to alignment option E3, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council
noted the potential for sky-lining due to the upper valley landscape being relatively
open in the central section. In addition, they expressed concerns over
environmental impacts of a corridor way-leave through conifer plantations which
would ultimately have adverse visual effects on the designated Special Landscape
Area and therefore, contradict the Holford Rules Supplementary Notes. They also
noted public rights of way and local residences as being of concern.
Carmarthenshire County Council noted areas of Ancient Semi Natural Woodland,
suggesting these should be avoided, and along with the River Cothi, should be
subject to ecological surveys.
6.27

Alignment options E5 and E6

6.27.1 Comments from NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council regarding the
alignment option E5 mainly referred to environmental impacts, as well as impact
on existing infrastructure, populated areas and recreation activities. In particular,
NRW noted that the western and north-eastern lengths of this alignment option
would cross the Cothi Valley which could result in environmental impacts including
visual and landscape impacts on this designated Special Landscape Area. They
suggested that the eastern length of this alignment option would be more suitable
for 132kV wooden poles, due to existing backdrop of coniferous woodland
throughout this length. They also noted public rights of way, open access land and
local residences.
6.27.2 Carmarthenshire County Council also noted areas of Plantation of Ancient
Woodland and Ancient Semi Natural Woodland and associated habitats,
suggesting they should be subject to ecological surveys. They also noted areas of
peatland suggesting that they should be avoided and subject to ecological
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surveys.
6.28

Alignment option E6

6.28.1 Cadw noted that the scheduled ancient monument Y Garn Ring Cairn lies within
this corridor and recommended that this alignment option is not used due to the
potential physical impact upon the monument or its setting.
6.29

Alignment option E9

6.29.1 With regards to alignment option E9, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council
suggested that this would be potentially suitable for the 132kV wooden pole due to
existing woodland and hedgerows along parts of its length. However, they also
noted the potential interaction with existing infrastructure such as low-voltage
overhead lines which would contradict Holford Rule 6. Furthermore they noted the
potential impact on the skyline along open rising ground would also conflict with
Holford Rule 4. Impacts on populated areas and recreation activities, including
public rights of way were also mentioned as a concern.
6.29.2 Carmarthenshire County Council noted Ancient Semi Natural Woodland and
Restored Ancient Woodland and associated water courses. They suggested that
much of the wooded area along this alignment options should be subject to
ecological surveys.
6.29.3 Carmarthenshire County Council also suggested that at the Environmental Impact
Assessment stage photomontages should be provided to demonstrate the impact
of woodland clearance on views, in combination with tracks and the wind farms.
They also noted that this option would be technically challenging and request
details on the lifetime costs of the route, comparing overhead and underground
options.
6.30

Section E – General comments

6.31

Engineering, design and construction

6.31.1 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council referred to Section E crossing
Abergorlech, Gwernogle and Brechfa villages, noting the fact that the bridge which
crosses the river Cothi at Abergorlech has a width restriction on it of 7'3".
6.32

Environment
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6.32.1 Comments on the environment mentioned the impact on cultural heritage including
designated sites or listed landmarks such as the Cothi Valley or the bridge
crossing the river Cothi at Abergorlech which is listed in the Welsh Government’s
historic environment service Cadw.
6.32.2 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council made specific reference to the Cothi
Valley as being a designated route known for its natural beauty and forestry
mountain bike trails, which would be visually affected by overhead poles. In order
to mitigate the visual impact on the natural beauty and local landscape at Cothi
Valley, the council suggested that cables should be laid underground.
6.33

Routeing and design

6.33.1 A few comments were made by Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council on
the routeing of Section E, mainly with regard to the proximity of this route to
populated areas such as villages and public roads:
6.33.2 “The council believe that the routes should avoid villages at all cost. The poles
should not be at any roadside, as this poses a risk to road users.” (Llanfihangel
Rhos y Corn Community Council)
6.33.3 In addition, the council suggested that poles should be erected in hedgerows
instead of the middle of fields in order to mitigate the impact on local villages and
road users.
6.33.4 One suggestion for an alternative alignment was to bring the connection from the
substation at Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm through Forestry Commission land in
order to minimise the visual impact on local landscape and populated areas
including the villages of Abergorlech, Gwernogle and Brechfa:
6.33.5 “One route that could be used to hide the poles from view would be to bring the
connection from the substation at Brechfa Forest East wind farm down through the
forestry to Brynmadog and across to Keepers and back into the forestry again.
This would keep the connection within the Forestry as much as possible without
affecting the villages concerned.” (Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council)
6.33.6 Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW suggested two alternative routes
within Section E which avoid the Cothi Valley and parts of the Brechfa Forest.
Both alternatives would have connected the Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm
Substation with the Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm Substation. They suggested that
35

Second Interim Consultation Report

these alignments would be more direct, avoid difficult terrain and would have a
limited visual impact.

6.34

Socio-economic

6.34.1 A few comments on socio-economic impacts were made by Llanfihangel Rhos y
Corn Community Council, mainly in relation to the loss of income of local
businesses relying on tourism. The visual impact of overhead pylons on
landscape and local designated sites such as the Cothi Valley, along with impacts
on recreation activities such as mountain biking, canoeing, angling or rambling,
were also mentioned as a concern:
6.34.2 “This area is known for its natural beauty, and the area attracts numerous visitors
to the forestry mountain bike trails, ramblers, anglers, canoeists and general
tourists following the Cothi Valley designated route. These poles will have a major
effect on the landscape and the bike trails will be significantly compromised and
the businesses in the area will be dramatically affected, by loss of income due to
fewer tourists visiting the area.” (Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council)
6.35

General comments on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project

6.36

Consultation and information

6.36.1 Some consultees challenged the consultation for not being accessible to those
who would be most likely to be affected by the proposed connection.
Llanllawddog Community Council expressed their disappointment that consultation
events were not held in the villages of Alltwalis and Peniel and urged WPD to
include these villages in their future consultation locations. Similarly, Llanfihangel
ar Arth Community Council criticised the choice of locations and venues for
consultation events, noting that these were far away from the proposed routes and
not accessible to local communities. They went on to suggest the Pencader
Pavillion as a suitable location for holding future consultation events.
6.36.2 A few other consultees commended WPD for complying with the regulations and
taking into account the public’s comments and trying to satisfy the needs and
concerns of local communities. NRW wished to thank WPD and their consultants
for their openness during the pre-submission period and noted that the face-toface meetings were very useful.
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6.36.3 NRW requested more information on environmental impacts, mainly in relation to
the rationale for the selection of the proposed survey location for bats. They also
asked how the data obtained from these surveys would be applied to other
potential habitats along the route in order to develop an impact mitigation strategy.
6.36.4 A few other consultees indicated that WPD should continue to engage with
members of the public, as well as with other professional bodies such as Network
Rail’s Asset Protection Wales Team or Welsh Government’s Agents (SWTRA) in
order to ensure any issues are solved at the earliest stage.
6.37

Cost and maintenance

6.37.1 Consultees made a few comments regarding the cost and maintenance of the
proposed project, especially regarding undergrounding options. Some of these
called for more information regarding undergrounding cost estimates.
Carmarthenshire County Council called for an underground/overhead cost
estimate to be carried out on the proposed grid alignment, such as in areas where
more robust stanchions and tower support are required to bridge valleys (i.e.
alignment option E9) and areas of greater engineering challenge. They felt that
the estimated costs for the installation of overhead and underground options are
too generic and not based on the alignment options identified. Several requests
for more information were also made by Carmarthenshire County Council. These
included underground cable fault cost estimates in future undergrounding reports
and a breakdown of the proportional cost of each fault.
6.37.2 Similarly, Llanllawddog Community Council challenged WPD’s argument for using
overhead lines as the cheapest option, arguing that their maintenance is likely to
cost more in the long term due to their vulnerability to extreme weather conditions.
6.37.3 Cost was highlighted by RWE Innogy UK Ltd as a negative factor in the
consideration of undergrounding options. They highlighted the statutory obligation
on WPD to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical connection, arguing
that in line with this undergrounding should only be used where the cost can be
fully justified. However, while Llanpumsaint Community Council acknowledged
that burying cables costs considerably more than putting them above ground, they
argued that cost concerns should not be the only factor to be taken into account in
decision making. They suggested that if other factors are taken into account then
undergrounding should be considered a viable option:
6.37.4 “We appreciate that the burying of cables costs perhaps as much as six times
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more than suspending them from wooden poles, yet economic concerns cannot be
elevated to the status of being the most important consideration; construction
costs can be recouped whereas a defiled landscape might never recover.”
(Llanpumsaint Community Council)
6.38

Engineering, construction and design

6.38.1 Consultees raised a variety of issues relating to project engineering, design and
construction. Most concerns related to impacts on existing infrastructure, these
primarily related to transport infrastructure and existing overhead lines. The Welsh
Government’s Transport Division noted the need for traffic management during
construction in order to ensure that local roads remain accessible to local people.
Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council foresaw negative impacts upon local
roads due to traffic increases. Some consultees were broadly supportive of traffic
management plans, but noted that their support was conditional upon certain
requirements, such as effective traffic management and insurance of access.
Others suggested that they would be able to comment when more detailed
information becomes available in the Environmental Impact Assessment and the
Traffic Management Plan:
6.38.2 “My understanding is that all the traffic information (numbers etc) will be included
within the EIA or the TMP and that therefore when both documents are finalised
WG will have all the necessary information to make a formal comment. However,
until that time I am content in principle to the proposed methodology described in
the Traffic and Transport.” (Welsh Government, Department for Economy, Science
and Transport)
6.38.3 The potential for visual interference with existing infrastructure was of concern to
some consultees. Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW both raised the
issue of convergence with existing communications and energy infrastructure at
various sections of the proposed route. They noted the potential for conflict with
Holford Rule 6:
6.38.4 “There is no consideration of cumulative impacts with other renewable
technologies now becoming prevalent in Carmarthenshire countryside. Also no
mention of Public Rights of Way and impact from these sensitive receptor points.
These impacts should be assessed at the EIA stage.” (Carmarthenshire County
Council)
6.38.5 National Grid expressed concern that excavation work might disturb the
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foundations of existing towers. The Welsh Government suggested that the
cumulative impact of the wind farm developments should be addressed to ensure
there is no conflicts with road closures or construction movements.
6.38.6 Finally, some consultees including community councils and Carmarthenshire
County Council called for the design to take into account adverse weather
conditions. They envisaged considerable damage to overhead lines, arguing this
had negative cost and safety implications.
6.38.7 Network Rail sought assurances that their assets in the area will be protected
against abnormal loads (large heavy-weight vehicles) and that they will be
consulted closely on mitigation and routeing options.
6.39

Environment

6.39.1 Consultees raised three kinds of environmental impacts: visual, flora and fauna
and historical/cultural. Regarding visual impacts consultees expressed concern
about the use of overhead cabling, especially along visually sensitive parts of the
route such as the Cothi and Towy valleys. A few more general comments related
to flora and fauna with some consultees raising concerns about impacts upon local
woodland and wildlife habitats, some of which are ancient and of historical
significant. Carmarthenshire County Council expressed concern about the impact
of the development of forest areas, specifically regarding the width to be cutback
where trees are forming part of a complete canopy. They linked potential
reductions in wooded areas to loss of local habitats for bats and called for a more
flexible policy concerning tree removal to be developed on this matter.
6.39.2 “It is understood that trees, e.g. in field boundaries, will be cut back to approx. 5m
to allow the wires to pass over them. While this may be acceptable in some
instances, in others and where there are a lot of trees in close proximity this
approach may result in a negative impact in the landscape and on bat roosts.”
(Carmarthenshire County Council)
6.39.3 Impacts upon habitats for specific wildlife species were often raised.
Carmarthenshire County Council foresaw negative impacts upon local slow worm
populations and bat roosts. However, most comments relating to impacts on flora
and fauna called for more information in certain geographical areas, or proposed
methods through which impacts could be assessed. NRW emphasized the role of
surveying in developing adequate mitigation measures. Species for which
mitigation was deemed especially important included dormice, bats and great
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crested newts amongst others.
6.39.4 Regarding potential effects on areas of cultural and historical interest,
Carmarthenshire County Council expressed concern about impacts on the Brechfa
Royal Hunting Forest.
6.39.5 Other consultees also commented on impact assessments. The Dyfed
Archaeological Trust noted that they are satisfied that the historic environment has
been suitably considered in relation to any potential impacts. NRW expressed
broad agreement with the ‘Appraisal Matrix’ whilst calling for more intensive
landscape and ecological impact assessments, noting particular concern for bat
roosts, dormice and great nested newts.
6.39.6 Carmarthenshire County Council made a number of general suggestions
regarding ecological surveys, highlighting habitats and species which should be
covered. They also suggested that the Environmental Statement should cover net
gains for nature conservation, measures to prevent discharge to water courses,
impacts on designated sites and a cumulative impact assessment. They
suggested that areas of peat should be avoided as far as possible.
6.39.7 Finally, some consultees discussed mitigation measures relating to environmental
impacts. The most popular suggestion was to underground the cables.
Consultees argued that this was the most effective way of safeguarding the visual
amenity of the affected areas, but some respondents also argued for
undergrounding in order to safeguard local flora and fauna.
6.40

Health and Safety

6.40.1 Of the few consultees who commented on to health and safety issues, most
articulate general health and safety concerns with regard to construction or more
specific concerns regarding the impact of the development upon emergency
services. Community Councils often expressed general concerns about the
proximity of wires to residential areas.
6.41

Landowner issues

6.41.1 The Farmer’s Union of Wales rejected third party rumours that the Union supports
the easement and compensation payments for affected farmers and called for
WPD to make it clear that no such support has been given by the organisation.
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6.42

Policy, principles and need case

6.42.1 A few consultees made general comments on policies and regulations affecting
the development. NRW emphasized the importance of taking into account the
Holford Rules as well as EU and UK regulations on protected species when
assessing the environmental impact of the development. The Welsh Government
Transport Division, highlighted guidance currently under development that is
applicable to power lines crossing highways.
6.42.2 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council questioned the positioning of the
Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm and suggested moving the substation to make the
connection easier.
6.43

Routeing

6.43.1 Comments relating to routeing mostly referred to undergrounding. Many
expressed general support for undergrounding, with a few consultees linking
undergrounding to health and visual mitigation, or to mitigate the effects of
adverse weather on the connection:
6.43.2 “The effect this connection will have on people’s health is a major factor in our
request for underground connections.” (Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council)
6.43.3 “…even the routeing of electricity generated in a sustainable way that could
negatively impact on the landscape must be avoided.” (Llanpumsaint Community
Council)
6.43.4 Carmarthenshire County Council maintained their view that the entire connection
should be made underground and enquired whether, following the damage to
existing electricity lines caused by stormy weather in late 2013, undergrounding
has been considered as an alternative to overhead lines along the alignment
corridor.
6.43.5 Finally, NRW and Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council both made general
comments in favour of a more direct option.
6.44

Socio-economic

6.44.1 Socio-economic concerns articulated by consultees mainly related to the potential
impacts on tourism, local amenities and the local economy. Llanfihangel ar Arth
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Community Council objected to the negative impact that the ‘industrialisation’ of
the area would have on tourism. Carmarthenshire County Council raised the issue
of access restrictions imposed by power lines upon local rights of way used by
walkers, cyclists and horse-riders. Llanpumsaint Community Council also raised
the impact which decreased visual amenity would have on tourism, whilst also
noting the potential impacts upon local agriculture. The council proposed
undergrounding as an appropriate mitigation measure in this respect:
6.44.2 “The entirety of this work will be done in an agricultural area amid a landscape that
is the means of livelihood for not only farmers but visitors to our County; the
scenery is an important economic driver and anything, even the routeing of
electricity generated in a sustainable way that could negatively impact on the
landscape must be avoided.” (Llanpumsaint Community Council).
6.44.3 Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council and Llanpumsaint Community Council
also raised more general concerns about impacts upon the local community that
the development would have, highlighting the cumulative impacts of other
infrastructure developments.
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7

Responses from members of the public (Including
elected representatives (MPs, AMs), small businesses and local
amenity user groups)

7.1

Introduction

7.1.1

This chapter summarises the views expressed in 209 responses received from
members of the public.

7.2

Section A

7.2.1

This part of the report summarises public comments on Section A and its six
alignment options labelled A1 to A6. It then summarises comments by theme,
where respondents made comments in response to Section A as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76
of this report. A total of 60 responses from members of the public commented on
Section A.

7.3

Alignment option A1

7.3.1

Respondents referring to alignment option A1 raised concerns with regard to the
natural environment, namely the existence of otters, the potential disruption to
natural springs and to land managed in accordance with the Glastir woodland
scheme. Also of concern was the impact of the new connection on the landscape
and subsequent impact upon local tourism, with a request from one respondent
that the connection should be made underground. One respondent also
highlighted an existing overhead line and mains water pipelines in alignment
option A1.

7.4

Alignment option A2

7.4.1

Respondents referring to alignment option A2 raised concerns regarding existing
infrastructure including overhead connections, telephone wires, National Grid gas
pipelines and a disused oil pipeline. Respondents also raised environmental
concerns, for example a badger sett just outside the alignment corridor.
Respondents also cited landscape concerns, particularly that an overhead
connection through alignment option A2 would be visible from the Towy Valley due
to the elevation of the land, and would have a negative impact upon views from
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the Wales Coast Path. Some respondents raised concerns regarding the potential
impact of the connection upon tourism interests, as well as potential disruption to
farm businesses and impacts upon property values.
7.4.2

Some respondents raised concerns regarding the proximity of the line to
properties, suggesting that the 60 metre exclusion zone around properties could
rule out this option. A number of respondents suggested that if this alignment
option was chosen it should be placed underground. One respondent asked that if
an overhead connection is used, the connection should follow the most northern
edge of this alignment option.

7.5

Alignment option A3

7.5.1

One respondent referred to alignment option A3, expressing concern about the
view from the Wales Coast Path.

7.6

Alignment option A4

7.6.1

Many respondents stated their preference for alignment option A4 to be chosen
over alignment option A5 suggesting that it avoids local communities, has less
impact upon the landscape and that the alignment corridor consists of flatter land
with fewer roads crossings. However, there was also objection to alignment option
A4 due to the potential impact upon the environment and landscape, residents’
health and activities such as horse riding and cycling.

7.6.2

One respondent suggested that should alignment option A4 be chosen, WPD
should ensure access to fields for their farm machinery, and that it should follow
lower land to ensure that the connection is less visible from surrounding houses.

7.7

Alignment option A5

7.7.1

Alignment option A5 received many responses which raised concerns about the
impact of this alignment option on local communities, the natural environment, the
landscape and tourism. Various respondents expressed opposition to this
alignment option due to the proximity to populated areas, including houses and
schools:

7.7.2

“I consider this [alignment option A4] would therefore be a much better option, and
less intrusive to the small very picturesque villages through the A5 route where
avoiding so many properties must pose a problem.” (User ID 100281)
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7.7.3

Some respondents were particularly concerned with the potential impact of the
connection in alignment option A5 on the landscape, with some highlighting
specific views of the Preseli Mountains, Towy Valley and Brecon Beacons. Also of
concern were the views from the Welsh Coastal Path. Some respondents
highlighted existing overhead connections and suggested that the cumulative
impact of another connection would be too great, whilst others suggested that the
landscape impact would be greater in alignment option A5 due to steep gradients.
Some respondents highlighted particular concerns about the historic environment,
with one noting in particular an ancient chapel which could be adversely affected
by this alignment option.

7.7.4

Respondents also commented on the potential impacts on agriculture, with regard
to both the safety of those operating machinery near overhead lines and the
amount of land taken out of agricultural use by the connection. Some respondents
highlighted loss of ‘prime arable’ or organic land as a particular concern.
Respondents also suggested that an overhead line would reduce property values
of both homes and farms.

7.7.5

“Firstly the value of the holding which is within a green area will reduce especially
as the land is organic.” (User ID 100288)

7.7.6

Some respondents highlighted potential impacts upon woodland, particularly
Ancient Semi Natural Woodlands. One respondent suggested that any attempt to
avoid trees in this alignment option would mean the proposed line passing too
close to properties. Respondents also raised concerns about wildflower meadows
and land managed under the Glastir agri-environmental scheme.

7.7.7

Other environmental concerns included watercourses and the wildlife that they
support, namely amphibians, insects, otters and various bird species.
Respondents also highlighted the existence of bats, dormice and badgers in the
area. One respondent noted that in the village of Pentrepoeth and surrounding
area some people are dependent upon spring water for domestic use, which they
felt could be contaminated by the installation of the connection.

7.7.8

Some respondents raised concerns regarding the construction of the line, with one
suggestion that the land in this alignment option is very uneven and very wet in
some areas. Others pointed out current or future land uses that may impact upon
construction of the connection, particularly septic tanks, wind turbines and their
associated connections, gas pipelines and potential new dwellings for which
planning applications have yet to be made. One respondent also highlighted the
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high winds experienced in this area and felt this may have an impact on an
overhead connection.
7.7.9

In addition to the above concerns some respondents asked that should the
connection be made through A5 that it be placed underground.

7.8

Alignment option A6

7.8.1

Respondents who commented on alignment option A6 raised concerns about the
landscape and the potential impact upon the tourism industry in the area. Some
respondents suggested that the connection be made to the east of Tyllwyd Mawr
such that it can avoid high ground, reducing the impact upon the landscape,
whereas others suggested that the connection should be made underground. Also
of concern to respondents were the views from nearby roads including the A48
and the area surrounding the police headquarters:

7.8.2

“I believe that it is preferable that the routeing is to the east of Tyllwyd Mawr, but
clearly below the crest of the hill.” (User ID 38)

7.8.3

Other comments about alignment option A6 highlighted existing and potential
future land uses that should be avoided, including photovoltaic panels, a septic
tank and an orchard. One respondent also highlighted plans to convert
outbuildings to either an office or tourism accommodation, and their intention to
plant trees on their land. One respondent highlighted high winds experienced in
the area and asked how safe overhead lines would be in these conditions.

7.9

General comments – Section A

7.9.1

The following section summarises comments by theme, where respondents made
comments in response to Section A as a whole. If their comment applied to the
whole project, they have been summarised in part 7.76 of this report.

7.10

Engineering, design and construction

7.10.1 Respondents raising concerns regarding construction of the connection in Section
A, often highlighted existing infrastructure such as gas pipelines or existing
overhead connections. Also of concern was the impact of construction on local
traffic, particularly upon the A48:
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7.10.2 “Undoubtedly particular attention will need to be paid to the crossing of the A48
dual carriageway - the gateway to Carmarthen and west Wales. Disruption to road
users has the potential to impact upon the local economy.” (Jonathan Edwards MP
for Carmarthen East and Dinefwr and Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM for Carmarthen
East and Dinefwr)
7.10.3 A few respondents made comments regarding resilience, highlighting the potential
effect of high winds on overhead connections and suggesting that an underground
connection could provide a more reliable service.
7.11

Environment

7.11.1 Some respondents made general comments regarding the environmental impact
of the connection on Section A, with some suggesting that an overhead
connection would have a negative impact upon the landscape. Others suggested
that the cumulative impact of wind farms, existing overhead connections and the
proposed connection on the landscape of Section A would be too great.
7.12

Health and safety

7.12.1 One respondent highlighted a private airstrip, suggesting that WPD would need to
avoid take-off and landing zones.
7.13

Land owner issues

7.13.1 Some land owners pointed out that they are opposed to the connection crossing
their land in Section A, including some who suggested that WPD would need to
buy their land or apply for a compulsory purchase order. Other respondents felt
that the compensation for erecting the line is unsatisfactory.
7.14

Policies, principles and project case

7.14.1 Some respondents highlighted local planning applications which have been
refused on landscape and cultural heritage grounds and argued that this project
should be no different.
7.15

Routeing

7.15.1 Some respondents suggested that the connection should avoid populated areas
as far as possible, whereas one respondent noted that the proposed route largely
47

Second Interim Consultation Report

avoids the more populated areas of Section A. One respondent suggested that
the same distance criteria should apply for both rural and urban properties.
7.15.2 Other comments on the proposed route through Section A argued that the
connection should follow existing corridors used for overhead connections, or that
the route should be both more direct and underground.
7.16

Socio-economic

7.16.1 A number of respondents raised concerns regarding the potential socio-economic
impacts of the connection, primarily with regard to the impact upon the tourism
industry and property values. Some respondents highlighted the importance of
tourism to the local economy, suggesting that the impact upon the landscape and
other recreational activities such as fishing would deter tourists. One respondent
highlighted potential impacts upon the A48, suggesting disruption here would
impact upon tourists ability to visit the area. For some respondents
undergrounding the connection was seen as the best way to minimise the impact
upon tourism. Other respondents highlighted the potential impact upon farmers,
restricting what they are able to do with their land.
7.17

Responses forwarded by Rebecca Evans AM and Simon Thomas AM

7.17.1 In addition to the responses above which were received directly to WPD, one letter
was addressed to both Rebecca Evans AM and Simon Thomas AM and not to the
consultation. They have therefore not been treated as responses but as
supporting evidence. It concerned Section A and raised health issues associated
with overhead cables, especially for children. The response noted that alignment
option A5 could site the connection within close proximity to a school and
suggested that A4 be used as an alternative.
7.18

Section B

7.18.1 This part of the report summarises public comments on Section B. As there are is
only one alignment option in Section B comments are summarised by theme and
only refer to Section B. Comments which applied to the whole project have been
summarised in part 7.76 of this report. A total of 58 responses from members of
the public commented on Section B.
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7.19

Consultation and information

7.19.1 One respondent requested more information on section B, including a detailed
map showing individual streets where work is due to take place.
7.20

Engineering, design and construction

7.20.1 Comments relating to engineering, design and construction in this section are
related to geographical difficulties and design features that may alleviate these.
Respondents highlighted obstructions posed by topographical features such as the
River Towy, existing infrastructure, such as a local water treatment plant, and
weather conditions such as a propensity to flooding. One respondent argued that
underground cables are better protected against adverse weather that can impact
overhead lines. Another respondent, however, questioned the possibility of
undergrounding through a river and flood plain:
7.20.2 “…it seems that a feat of engineering would be needed to the connection under
the river, and also to deal with the construction on a flood plain.” (User ID 251394)
7.21

Environment

7.21.1 By far the most widely referenced environmental concern was the visual impact of
the proposed construction in Section B. Most respondents expressed concern
regarding the visual impact in general terms, often highlighting the impact upon the
Towy Valley, highlighting its natural beauty:
7.21.2 “The Towy Valley is recognized as an area of outstanding natural beauty which
tourists and we as homeowners have paid a premium to live in. The views which
visitors to the area and we currently enjoy will be destroyed if overhead cables are
allowed in such a narrow corridor area.” (User ID 45)
7.21.3 Others raised concerns that are more specific to local viewpoints or landmarks in
Section B, such as the Gwili Valley or Bryn Towy Mansion. Respondents
highlighted a variety of natural resources such as rivers, ground water and
watercourses, local woodland and wildlife, which could be affected by the
construction or operation of the connection:
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7.21.4 “The Gwili has some of the best sea trout runs in Europe and is a Towy tributary of
significance for Salmon, Sea Trout and non-migratory fish, nothing should be done
which impacts upon this river’s amenity value to the environment and the area.”
(User ID 4)
7.21.5 “The area is home to abundant plants animals and birds including nesting pairs of
Red Kite which regularly swoop over the fields within the proposed corridor.” (User
ID 49)
7.21.6 Some respondents expressed concerns about negative impacts upon local
landmarks or areas of historical and scientific interest, such as Llangunnor Church,
Bryn Towy Mansion or the Iron Age Fort at Merlin’s Hill. One respondent argued
that the development would impact negatively on the ability of future generations
to enjoy such sites of interest. Finally, in terms of mitigation, undergrounding was
by far the most popular suggestion, with many respondents noting that a
commitment to underground cabling would safeguard against environmental and
visual impacts and enable them to be more supportive of the project:
7.21.7 “Underground cables pose no hazard to wildlife and no hazard to farm animals.
Underground cables are less prone to damage from severe weather conditions.”
(User ID 90)
7.22

Health and safety

7.22.1 Many respondents raised health and safety related concerns with regard to the
Section B. Chief amongst these are concerns that the operations of local
emergency services, especially the helicopter ambulance at Glangwili Hospital,
would be disturbed by overhead lines:
7.22.2 “The rescue helicopter frequently lands in the fields highlighted in the preferred
route corridor. Installation of overhead lines will affect the efficiency of this service
and could cost the life of critically injured patients should the helicopter not be able
to land in its currently easily accessible location.” (User ID 68)
7.22.3 One respondent highlighted that impacts upon emergency services might be
exacerbated if existing proposals to make Glangwili Hospital the main cardiology
and neonatal unit for the West Wales are implemented arguing that this would
create a “disaster waiting to happen”.
7.22.4 Other health and safety issues that respondents raised revolved around the
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potential health impacts of electric and magnetic fields (EMFs) emitted from
overhead lines, as well as dangers posed to local fishermen using the River Gwili.
In terms of mitigation, respondents raised undergrounding as the best option.
Respondents argued that this would reduce the range of EMFs, remove
obstructions to air ambulances and significantly limit dangers posed to those
carrying out local recreation activities such as fishing or rugby.
7.23

Routeing

7.23.1 By far the most popular recommendation regarding routeing design in this section
is to underground the cables. Some respondents are not opposed to overhead
routes, but qualified their support by calling for wooden poles to be strategically
placed to mitigate visual impacts, avoid populated areas or their property.
However, many respondents were firmly opposed to overhead cabling in any form.
Reflecting issues raised in sections above, many of these respondents understood
undergrounding to be the best way to mitigate the negative impacts of overhead
lines:
7.23.2 “This section is the most sensitive part of the route, given the close proximity of the
power lines to permanent housing, sports facilities and natural watercourses. This
is an area of outstanding natural beauty in the Towy Valley which must be
maintained as such. Burying the power lines is the only way in which this can be
achieved.” (User ID 60)
7.23.3 Some respondents noted that their support for the project would increase should a
commitment be made to undergrounding cables.
7.24

Socio-economic

7.24.1 Respondents discussed three main socio-economic impacts in section B:
recreation, tourism (and the associated economic impacts) and declining property
values.
7.24.2 Regarding impacts on recreation, respondents anticipated rugby, football and
fishing to be the main activities impacted on by the route. Participants often raised
the proximity of Carmarthen Quins RFC and Abergwili AFC’s football training
fields, and suggested that the installation of overhead power lines would interrupt
their activities, both professional as well as amateur and children’s sports playing.
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7.24.3 “The overhead lines would impinge on an rea of playing fields (Abergwili Road)
where children regularly play football (used by the village school as their playing
fields) not to mention rugby fields on Castell Pigyn Road.” (User ID 73)
7.24.4 One respondent specifically raised the potential for effects upon the visual amenity
of residents at the caravan park in Peniel.
7.24.5 Some respondents also associated a potential for effects upon visual amenity with
the devaluation of their properties, often in conjunction with the impacts of the wind
farms.
7.25

Section C

7.25.1 This part of the report summarises public comments on Section C and its six
alignment options, labelled C1 to C6. It then summarises comments by theme,
where respondents made comments in response to Section C as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76
of this report. A total of 47 responses from members of the public commented on
Section C.
7.26

Alignment option C1

7.26.1 There was only one comment on alignment option C1. The respondent outlined
several reasons for concern that the proposed line might cross their land, namely
interaction with an existing overhead line and a main sewerage pipe, as well as
the potential impact on wildlife and watercourses. In addition, the respondent
noted the existence of a riding area within alignment option C1, used for horse
riding and training.
7.27

Alignment option C2

7.27.1 Most respondents referring to alignment option C2 expressed their support or
preference for alignment option C2 over the alternative C3, mainly due to its lesser
perceived impact on environment, local communities and tourism. One
respondent strongly supported this section, noting that this would keep the
overhead lines away from populated areas such as Peniel village and minimise
visual and socio-economic impacts. Some respondents also suggested that C2
would be a shorter and more direct route for the connection than alignment option
C3.

52

Second Interim Consultation Report

7.27.2 A few respondents raised concerns regarding the proximity of alignment option C2
to populated and tourist areas. One respondent made specific reference to the
Gwili Steam Railway as an important tourist attraction which would be affected by
a route within this alignment option. Another comment focused on the impact of
alignment option C2 on agricultural activities and food production, as well as on
local landmarks including ancient monuments:
7.27.3 “Our farm is situated on one of your proposed routes namely C2. The proposed
alignment will affect 8 of our fields (5 owned and 3 rented). One of our owned
fields has a standing stone (ancient monument). 7 of the fields are used for silage
making or for growing crops, therefore having ill positioned double poles on the
middle of any of those would be unacceptable.” (User ID 100207)
7.27.4 One respondent mentioned the perceived visual impact and the subsequent loss
in property values due to their proximity to alignment option C2, while also
highlighting their belief that the use of overhead cables should be avoided due to
vulnerability to adverse weather conditions.
7.28

Alignment option C3

7.28.1 The majority of respondents referring to alignment option C3 expressed their
concerns over its impact on wildlife, landscape, local communities and tourism.
One respondent noted the potential impact on wildlife including Red Kites, foxes,
squirrels and herons, and the subsequent impact on the local tourist industry.
7.28.2 A few respondents also expressed concern about the proximity of this section to
populated areas such as the village of Peniel. They suggested that this would
have an adverse effect on the local community, particularly in respect to individual
properties and local amenities including schools, community centres and chapels:
7.28.3 “Route C3 passes close to the major residential areas of Peniel - several housing
estates, including the school, community centre and chapel. It also affects more
farms and homes than the alternative route C2.” (User ID 100186)
7.28.4 One respondent expressed particular concern over C3 passing very close to the
small local development of Bro Sarnan, which includes adapted bungalows for
elderly or disabled people.
7.28.5 Another respondent stressed the need to keep overhead electricity lines away
from residential and public areas in order to minimise the impact on recreation
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activities, as well as mitigate any potential health or safety hazards for vulnerable
groups, such as children:
7.28.6 “It is considered essential that every effort be made to keep electricity lines and
poles away from built up residential and public areas including the local primary
school to avoid potential contact with overhead lines e.g. children flying kites,
attempting to climb poles, playing ball games etc.” (User ID 66)
7.28.7 Similarly, one respondent expressed concern over the proximity of alignment
option C3 to Peniel School, suggesting that the connection could impact on the
access roads passing both sides of the school. The same respondent noted the
potential danger to children posed by heavy traffic during the construction phase.
7.28.8 Some respondents saw no benefit in choosing alignment option C3 as it would
imply crossing the A485 twice, which could be avoided by following alignment
option C2. One member of the public also referred to inappropriate local ground
conditions, noting the fact that alignment option C3 would traverse steeply sloping
land leading down to damp and boggy ground in the valley which might pose a risk
to the construction and maintenance of overhead lines.
7.29

Alignment option C4

7.29.1 Many comments were made in relation to alignment option C4, with most
respondents raising concerns over this section’s impact on property values and
saleability due to its proximity to private properties and land. The majority of
respondents expressed support for underground cabling in order to mitigate
environmental and socio-economic impacts on the local community and local
tourism industry. One respondent reinforced his preference for undergrounding by
making specific reference to the responses of local county and community
councils:
7.29.2 “Cables should be put underground. I know you will not consider going
underground, but both my County Council (Carmarthenshire) and my Community
Council (Bronwydd) have both said that it should go underground. So both of my
democratic voices say go underground.” (User ID 100151)
7.29.3 A few responses criticised the consultation process, with one respondent noting
that there is currently some ground work being done within the alignment option
C4, and they felt that if preparatory work for building the pylons has already
started, then “it would seem to make a mockery of public enquiry.” (User ID 11)
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7.29.4 Similarly, another respondent expressed concern that the decision to undertake
this route had already been made, therefore rendering the public consultation
process meaningless.
7.29.5 Impacts on wildlife and biodiversity were mentioned by one respondent living in
proximity to alignment option C4, who noted the potential health impact of EMFs
on birds such as barn owls and cuckoos.
7.29.6 Two members of the public suggested alternative route alignments within
alignment option C4, with one respondent warning that placing the final route
towards the eastern side of the proposed alignment corridor would considerably
devalue properties and therefore attract mass objections from the residents of
Rhydargaeau. In order to mitigate the impact on the village, the same respondent
suggested routeing the line as near as possible to the western side of the C4
option. Similarly, another respondent suggested routeing the overhead line in the
proposed route alignment option C4 in such a way that it would avoid the village of
Rhydargaeau.
7.30

Alignment option C5

7.30.1 There were two comments on alignment option C5, referring to its impact on local
tourist attractions such as the Gwili Pottery, as well as on agriculture and food
production.
7.31

Alignment option C6

7.31.1 One respondent referred to this section, highlighting the potential cumulative
impact of alignment option C6 and other existing power infrastructure on silage
fields:
7.31.2 “With reference to C6 - There are already electricity poles on these fields. There
are wet fields and have drains in them. Another field further north is also a silage
field.” (User ID 100233)
7.32

General comments - Section C

7.33

Engineering, design and construction

7.33.1 A small number of comments were made with regard to engineering, design and
construction. Some respondents raised concerns over the limited access to open
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land or public roads during the construction phase, in particular the access roads
to a local school.
7.34

Environment

7.34.1 Comments on the environment focused mostly on the potential negative visual
impact of overhead lines on the local landscape and countryside views. One
response in particular referred to the Gwili Valley as an area of outstanding natural
beauty and felt that this would be spoiled by an overhead power line. Other
members of the public expressed a concern that even wooden pole structures
would have a negative visual impact on the scenic landscape and, as a result,
would affect the local tourism industry.
7.34.2 One respondent cited the cumulative impact of existing infrastructure and the
potential impact on the landscape around the B4301:
7.34.3 “Our B-4301 corridor of open countryside is already sandwiched between the busy
A484 and A485, with their chains of strip development. The B4301 is mostly
appreciated as a ‘green respite’ by those who drive along it. The driver's pleasure
would be diminished, but for ourselves and our neighbours, it would be a daily
distress to view 50" high poles and cables.” (User ID 100227)
7.35

Health and safety

7.35.1 A small number of comments were made in relation to health and safety issues,
with one respondent mentioning the potential safety hazard due to low flying
aircraft frequently passing above the proposed section, especially under extreme
weather conditions:
7.35.2 “Low flying aircraft frequently pass above the chosen corridor, both jets and
transporter aircraft. They both fly very low, in particular the transporter aircraft,
and this will be a hazard particularly in bad weather, and a threat to the homes
nearby.” (User ID 100142)
7.36

Land owner issues

7.36.1 A few responses focused on land owner issues, mostly regarding the proximity of
Section C to privately owned or rented land. While the majority of respondents
expressed their concern over Section C crossing or affecting their land, one
respondent had no preference and noted that:
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7.36.2 “Whichever way the line goes it crosses land we own or rent so whichever is your
favourite option.” (User ID 100266)
7.37

Policies, principles and project case

7.37.1 There were a small number of comments regarding policies, principles and project
case. One respondent made specific reference to a recent 34.2 metre wind
turbine being erected by one of their neighbours and suggested that putting the
proposed route closer to their farm would not cause strong objection.
7.38

Routeing and design

7.38.1 A large number of respondents expressed their general support for this entire
section to be placed underground, mainly due to environmental and socioeconomic reasons. However, concerns were raised regarding the proximity of
overhead lines to populated areas such as villages and other settlements including
private properties, farms, schools and community centres.
7.38.2 A few members of the public suggested avoiding roadside views or very busy
roads such as the A485. A few respondents suggested that underground cables
could be used in specific sections in order to mitigate cumulative impacts of the
proposed overhead line and the existing infrastructure:
7.38.3 “I would like to bring to your attention to the fact that a wide sidewalk/footpath runs
alongside the A485 from Rhydargeau all the way to the hospital in Carmarthen.
An ideal place to lay underground cables.” (User ID 100227)
7.39

Socio-economic

7.39.1 Comments on socio-economic issues in relation to Section C focussed on the
adverse effect on tourism and local businesses. Many members of the public
stated that the area is highly dependent on tourism and raised concerns about the
potential impact on the local economy. Other respondents mentioned the potential
impact on specific recreation activities such as fishing, horse riding or children
flying kites.
7.39.2 Specific impacts on agriculture and food production were mentioned by some
respondents, with comments mostly focusing on the loss of agricultural land, with
particular attention given to silage fields used by farmers to feed their livestock.
One respondent mentioned the potential hazard of overhead lines to farm
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machinery, noting their vulnerability to adverse weather effects.
7.40

Section D

7.40.1 This part of the report summarises public comments regarding options D1 and D 3
only as all other options which relate to the connection to Bryn Llywelyn Wind
Farm have now been discounted. It then summarises comments by theme, where
respondents made comments in response to Section D as a whole. Comments
which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76 of this
report. A total of 55 responses from members of the public commented on Section
D although this report only refers to comments received about D1 and D3.
7.41

Alignment option D1

7.41.1 A number of respondents expressed opposition to alignment option D1, in most
cases highlighting the potential impacts arising from the proximity of this route
option to their property. They expressed concerns in particular about the potential
visual impact and the devaluation of property arising from this option.
7.41.2 Other concerns raised by those opposing alignment option D1 included loss of
access and land utility, safety concerns relating to proximity of overhead lines, as
well as impact on agricultural land and livestock. One respondent referred to the
potential environmental impact of alignment option D1 arising from tree-felling:
7.41.3 “I consider the amount of tree-felling and consequent logging lorry traffic
environmentally unacceptable. Undergrounding would be bad enough overgrounding would create THREE times the environmental damage.” (User ID
33)
7.41.4 Some respondents raised concerns about the potential impact on a number of
private spring water supplies within alignment option D1, with water storage tanks
and underground pipelines also mentioned in one instance. A few respondents
suggested alterations to the alignment proposed near their property in order to
mitigate such impacts or the visual impact that would occur:
7.41.5 “Depending on the routeing of the overhead wires and high density (18m) wooden
poles the detrimental visual impact to us could be reduced if they are sited at the
lowest point in the valley and the existing mature tree lines on the approach to our
land and on our land are utilised to the maximum.” (User ID 100121)
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7.42

Alignment option D3

7.42.1 There were only a small number of comments on alignment option D3, including
one respondent who opposed the route suggesting that an alternative alignment
further south would be more suitable as it is mostly plantation. Potential disruption
to spring water supply was also highlighted, in one case specifically in relation to
water sources and storage at the proposed junction of alignment options D1, D3
and D4. The same respondent also expressed concern about the clearing of
ancient broadleaf woodland at the same location because of its role in mitigating
impacts from nearby wind farm developments:
7.42.2 “…these trees, although not on our property, currently protect us from some of the
noise from the current wind farm and are likely to also protect us from some noise
and maybe flicker from Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm.” (User ID 100265)
7.43

General comments – Section D

7.44

Consultation and information

7.44.1 Some respondents commenting on Section D felt that the views of local
communities had not been taken into account in drawing up the alignment options
within this section. One respondent in favour of an alternative route through the
forest raised the issue of equity in the consultation process, suggesting that the
concerns of the Forestry Commission had overridden those of affected
communities. A few landowners in Section D also criticised WPD’s
communications, pointing either to a lack of information provided to affected
landowners (or the timeliness of this) or in some instances unclear or contradictory
information regarding how particular areas or properties within Section D would be
affected.
7.44.2 A number of respondents specifically requested follow-up to their response,
including specific requests for confirmation of how their property will be affected or
for further involvement in the process. For example, one member of the public
requested being privy to any discussions with surveyors or engineers about private
water supply, should undergrounding be considered near their property.
7.45

Engineering, design and construction

7.45.1 Many of the comments within this theme related to the potential impacts arising
from construction, among which the most prominent concern was the impact on
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roads and traffic. As well as respondents expressing concern about the impact of
blocked roads and the need to mitigate this impact, Llwynwalter Road and the
adjoining A485 was highlighted as a location where construction access would be
particularly problematic. One respondent suggested bringing forward planned
road improvements in order to mitigate against this:
7.45.2 “Alltwalis is a particularly bad bottleneck area on the A485. It would have been
sensible to have built the long ago planned bypass for Alltwalis before any of these
schemes began. Perhaps the Welsh Assembly or the Westminster Government
would like to oblige.” (User ID 100265)
7.45.3 Other respondents felt that the topography of the steep sided valley in this section
would mean that construction and maintenance would be difficult as well as
restricting access for residents on local roads.
7.45.4 There were also a small number of comments on the design of pylons, generally in
relation to the potential visual impact of an overhead connection. One respondent
asked for confirmation on how many pylons would be used on the route and
where. Others expressed concern about the height of the poles and the resulting
impact on the landscape, as well as the wellbeing of residents. In one case the
design was contrasted with the existing local electricity distribution lines in
Carmarthenshire:
7.45.5 “…thankfully these are of small size and randomly spaced so their impact is small
compared to a formal massively large twin pole series of structures following a
near straight line with cables replicating an industrial landscape.” (User ID 64)
7.46

Environment

7.46.1 Among specific environmental impacts identified in comments on alignment option
D, one landowner was particularly concerned about the environmental impacts
that would result from undergrounding:
7.46.2 “We oppose an underground cable as we feel this would be more damaging to our
water collecting areas, as heavy plant and proposed trenching would cause a
significant amount of disturbance to the fragile ecology in this area.” (User ID
100276)
7.46.3 The most prominent environmental concern was the potential visual impact on the
landscape of overhead lines. Many respondents expressed concern about the
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character and beauty of local scenery and countryside enjoyed by communities
such as Alltwalis and Carmarthen.
7.46.4 Many respondents also emphasised particular concern about the cumulative
impact of the connection in addition to that of wind farm development in the area.
Generally this concern related to the character of the area more broadly, with
corresponding impacts on tourism and property values. Other comments
highlighted the impact on a particular properties’ outlook:
7.46.5 “We bought our home with 10 turbines in view, so we felled many trees in order to
have a beautiful view in a different direction. We cannot do this again when you
put turbines up and spoil another view. Had we have known about these turbines
when we viewed our house we would not have bought it.” (User ID 87)
7.46.6 Some of these suggested that the poles be placed along the valley floor to
minimise visibility, whereas others focused on screening the line by placing it
behind trees.
7.46.7 Members of the public expressed concern about a diverse range of flora and fauna
that they felt could potentially be disturbed or otherwise affected by an overhead
connection. This included badgers, field mice, frogs a number of species of birds
(including owls), plants and hedges as well as rivers and ponds and other habitats
supporting wildlife. In some cases these concerns related to wildlife present on an
individual’s property, with some respondents drawing attention to their own efforts
to enhance conservation on their own land:
7.46.8 “I have owned this land since 1995 and specifically bought it to improve and
increase the conservation value of the land, I have spent a great deal of time
creating ponds, planting trees, shrubs and creating access tracks for the benefit of
wildlife and for amenity purposes.” (User ID 100134)
7.46.9 One respondent also drew attention to the wildlife within a designated Amenity
Local Nature Reserve, including honey bee colonies.
7.46.10 A small number of respondents expressed concern about the potential impact on
woodland, one of whom advocated the use of undergrounding through the forest
following existing roads as this would reduce the need to fell trees.
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7.47

Health

7.47.1 Aside from more general concern about the health impacts arising from proximity
to overhead lines, a few comments highlighted the potential cumulative impacts
affecting residents as a result of the proposed connection in combination with
nearby wind farm developments. In addition to the visual impacts, these included
noise and associated impacts on health and wellbeing, such as stress.
7.47.2 “There is also research evidence of health risks associated with living in close
proximity to similar cables. We will have enough noise and health problems from
noise from the new wind farm, as evidenced by the problems with the existing
wind farm!” (User ID 251500)
7.47.3 Safety was also a concern for some respondents by some land and property
owners potentially affected by an overhead line. Specific concerns highlighted
included injury to horses and riders from posts and stays and hazards from heavy
machinery used to lift bales. Concern was also expressed about the health and
safety of livestock as a result of the proposed connection. Wind noise from
vibrating cables, as well as snow and icicles were all cited as factors which could
impact animals. One respondent expressed concern that electrical shocks, falling
poles and cables could be harmful to both themselves and their livestock.
7.48

Landowner issues

7.48.1 The majority of the comments within this theme consisted of respondents noting
that their property likely be affected by a particular option. Their specific concerns
are summarised under the relevant options above. A few such landowners also
stated that they would not grant easement or wayleaves to allow access to their
land, in one case adding that a compulsory purchase order would have to be
issued. Another landowner expressed concern that the installation may constrain
them from using much of their land.
7.48.2 There is was also a comment from a member of the public relating to land
surveying, noting that the agents failed to arrive at the appointed time.
7.49

Policies, principles and project case

7.49.1 There were some comments made about the Alltwalis wind farm and wind farms in
the area in general. Most of these underlined the cumulative impact of these
developments on local communities. One respondent also disputed the need for
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further wind farms in the area by arguing that the Alltwalis wind farm is not
currently operating at capacity.
7.50

Routeing

7.50.1 A number of members of the public commenting on this section stated their
opposition to any overhead connection across this section. In terms of more
specific comments on the routeing within this section, one member of the public
suggested that a section at the junction of alignment options D1, D3 and D4 can
be rerouted slightly in order to avoid impacts on private water supplies affecting a
number of properties.
7.51

Socio-economic

7.51.1 A number of members of the public commenting on this section expressed
concern about the cumulative impact on communities as a result of the connection
project in combination with the recent development of wind farms in the area. A
small number of respondents referred to specific impact such as loss of access
which may occur as a result of both, although generally this was about the loss of
landscape character as a result of development and the corresponding impact on
tourism and the local economy:
7.51.2 “This area has already been adversely affected by the Alltwalis Wind Power
Station development. A further three possible developments with the inevitable
grid connection will impact upon the local landscape and scenery, plants, animals
and birds, transport, tourism and in general the quality of life of local residents.”
(User ID 100272)
7.52

Section E

7.52.1 This section of the report summarises public comments on Section E and its nine
alignment options labelled E1 to E9. It then summarises comments by theme,
where respondents made comments in response to Section E as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76
of this report. A total of 68 responses from members of the public commented on
Section E.
7.53

Alignment option E1

7.53.1 One respondent noted in their response that while alignment option E1 would have
63

Second Interim Consultation Report

negative impacts upon the landscape and tourism, it does avoid Ancient SemiNatural Woodland. They also highlight the importance of such woodland to local
residents.
7.54

Alignment option E2

7.54.1 A few respondents raised specific concerns regarding alignment option E2 due to
the potential impact on the local landscape, natural environment and tourism.
7.54.2 One respondent highlighted local water courses supporting various amphibians, as
well as raising concern for a number of bird, reptile, amphibian and butterfly
species. They also suggested that the surrounding area includes otters and
polecats, and noted that surveys are currently being carried out to determine the
presence of pine marten. Additionally they noted their concern for potential
impacts on a borehole used for domestic use.
7.54.3 One respondent expressed concerns about the views of this area from the
Abergorlech Conservation Area and the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
They also highlighted the importance of these areas to the local tourist industry.
Additionally they raised concern for Ancient Semi Natural Woodland along the
route.
7.55

Alignment option E3

7.55.1 A number or respondents raised concerns for alignment option E3 from the
perspective of landscape and environment impacts, engineering and construction
concerns and socio-economic impacts.
7.55.2 A number of respondents raised concern for the visual impact upon the Cothi
Valley Special Landscape Area, sometimes referencing the importance of Special
Landscape Areas indicated in Carmarthenshire County Council planning guidance.
7.55.3 “I bought it [respondent’s home] because it is in a beautiful rural area completely
unspoilt, with no industrial development – no traffic – no artificial lights – no
modern industrial blight. Your proposals will destroy all that we and our
neighbours value about this special place. There are very few such places left.”
(User ID 251254)
7.55.4 Some respondents suggested that the nature of the land in alignment option E3 is
particularly sensitive to a new connection; specifically the steep gradients around
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the Cothi River crossing. They suggested that this river crossing would be highly
visible from the surrounding area and from roads east of the river. Another
respondent highlighted the fact that the alignment option E3, E6, E8 crosses the
Cothi River, only to cross it again, suggesting that river crossings are the most
sensitive areas in terms of landscape.
7.55.5 Some respondents also suggested that this area would require large areas of
woodland to be cleared, further impacting the landscape. One respondent pointed
out an absence of overhead wires and suggested that it would be undesirable to
use this route.
7.55.6 A few respondents however noted their preference for alignment option E3 and
suggested that it has the least visual impact of the proposed options. One reason
put forward for this was that it mostly avoids the Cothi Valley Special Landscape
Area and could avoid the Ancient Semi Natural Woodland.
7.55.7 A number of respondents pointed out the potential impact on wildlife habitats,
highlighting rare flora and fauna including kites, mosses and wildflowers which
could potentially be affected. Some respondents also highlighted the existence of
natural springs which residents rely on for domestic water supplies. One
respondent noted that work is currently being undertaken in the area to improve
the management of peatland which could be negatively affected by the
connection.
7.55.8 Some respondents raised concerns regarding the topography of alignment option
E3 as well as access for construction and maintenance purposes. Some
respondents highlighted a number of steep and winding roads not suitable for
heavy goods vehicles. One respondent recognised the challenge of crossing the
River Cothi, however suggested that this would be less demanding than alignment
option E9 in terms of engineering.
7.55.9 Some respondents highlighted the sharp change of direction in alignment option
E3 and suggested that this conflicts with the Holford Rules. Others also
questioned the choice of this option given that it would form part of the longest
route in Section E, conflicting with the Holford rules and increasing construction
and maintenance costs.
7.55.10 A number of respondents noted their concern for the impacts on the local
economy of the area, particularly in relation to tourism and associated activities,
including fishing and the use of local footpaths. Of particular concern was the
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footpath and footbridge crossing the River Cothi.
7.55.11 “The local dependency on tourism and holiday lets would be threatened. As would
be the public walk to and from Brechfa.” (User ID 71)
7.55.12 Furthermore, one respondent noted safety their concerns regarding the connection
crossing land used for recreational activities including kite and model aircraft
flying.
7.55.13 One respondent stated that they intend to apply for compensation should the
connection adversely affect their property or surrounding views.
7.56

Alignment option E4

7.56.1 Some respondents commented on the natural environment and suggested that the
connection could interfere with environmentally friendly farming practices. They
noted that these practices create habitats for red squirrels, dormice and greater
horseshoe bats. Alignment option E4 was also noted as containing a variety of
rare fauna including birds, mammals, reptiles, amphibians and butterflies, as well
as rare plants and wildlife ponds. One respondent noted that it crosses a Glastir
biodiversity protection area.
7.56.2 Respondents who raised landscape concerns focused primarily on the effect of the
connection on the Cothi Valley and the historic landscape, as well as the area
surrounding the B road from Abergorlech to Nantgaredig.
7.56.3 “I object to zone E4 on the basis that it is almost all with the SLA and also impacts
on elements of the DAT Historic Landscape Area. Again it is also all within the
LANDMAP visual and sensory High area.” (User ID 86)
7.56.4 A few respondents made comments regarding the potential impact on tourism.
Respondents noted that it is a popular tourist route, containing many guest houses
and used by cyclists, walkers and horse riders. Specifically highlighted were
routes between Brechfa village and Abergorlech. One respondent also
commented on the educational value of the area:
7.56.5 “We have hosted many farm visits from environmental officers from at home and
abroad, school groups, university groups, tourists staying in our holiday cottage,
Tir Goval and Glastir potential entrants etc.” (User ID 100166)
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7.56.6 One respondent also raised particular concern for property values arising from the
visual impact of an overhead connection. One respondent suggested that the line
should follow existing power lines.
7.56.7 Regarding issues related to construction, one respondent highlighted areas of
marshy grassland and suggested that they would not be accessible for much of
the year. One respondent highlighted private water pipes running through the
forestry plantation. Others raised concern for the impact of construction upon local
traffic, particularly with regard to the B4310.
7.56.8 Some respondents suggested that the connection should be underground through
this area, with one respondent suggesting that the cables could be buried in the
green road down the hillside. They also suggested that this area benefits from
easy access for heavy machinery.
7.57

Alignment option E5

7.57.1 Respondents referring to alignment option E5 mainly focused upon the impact on
tourism interests in the area, as well as the impact on Cothi Valley Special
Landscape Area. Some respondents focused on the potential impact on the
landscape and views of the valley. One respondent suggested that the valley in
alignment option A5 is particularly remote and undeveloped and as such any
impacts would be of a greater magnitude:
7.57.2 “There are no wires, poles or masts in this area at all and it has undisturbed
pasture, streams, woodland and tranquillity that is hard to find elsewhere these
days… The land is a wildlife haven and has had very little interference from man.”
(User ID 100182)
7.57.3 Some respondents also raised concern regarding the amount of woodland that
would have to be cleared in this alignment option and suggested that it would have
an adverse effect on the on local flora and fauna. One respondent noted local
efforts to improve the management of peatland in the area which could be
compromised by the connection. In regard to the historic environment, one
respondent highlighted archaeological sites:
7.57.4 “E6 [and] E5 go through valuable archaeological areas on the Graig, and will also
be very visible.” (User ID 100230)
7.57.5 Some respondents were concerned about the impact on tourism businesses in the
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area, such as holiday cottages. One respondent pointed out the potential
disruption caused by the closure of the B4310. Some respondents were
concerned about the potential impact on fishing and the value of fishing rights on
the River Cothi and noted the space and unrestricted height that fly fishing
requires. Another respondent highlighted the footpath running along the river from
Darren Fawr to Brechfa as of particular concern.
7.57.6 With regard to the design and construction of the connection, one respondent
noted that option E5 would form part of the longest route within Section E. They
suggested that this would result in greater visual impact, construction costs and
maintenance costs. Another respondent noted that a lack of access roads or
tracks would limit access for construction machinery.
7.58

Alignment option E6

7.58.1 Many respondents who commented on alignment option E6 raised objection to it
on the grounds that it is entirely within the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
They also often raised objection due to the potential impact on the landscape,
however one respondent recommended this alignment option as it benefits from a
stretch of forestry.
7.58.2 Other respondents highlighted the potential impact upon local wildlife habitats.
Respondents particularly highlighted otters, dormice, wildflowers and birds such as
dippers and kingfishers. Furthermore some respondent noted that if alignment
option E6 was chosen, then the River Cothi would have to be crossed in alignment
option E8, resulting in negative environmental and landscape impacts. One
respondent noted areas of peatland and ongoing efforts to improve its
management.
7.58.3 “Not only is this area designated a ‘Special Landscape Area’ it is important visually
and in terms of wildlife habitat.” (User ID 29)
7.58.4 In regard to the historic environment, one respondent highlighted nearby
archaeological sites on the Graig.
7.58.5 Respondents often suggested that the impact upon the surrounding views and
Special Landscape Area would have an adverse effect on the tourist industry and
subsequently people working and living in the area. One respondent suggested
that the connection should avoid residential properties and raised concerns for the
health impacts of local residents.
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7.58.6 One respondent highlighted the potential impact on agriculture, suggesting that
this alignment corridor would go through the farms ‘best land’.
7.58.7 Some respondents noted that selecting option E6 would result in a much longer
route. They suggested that this would lead to greater visual impact and
construction and maintenance costs.
7.58.8 One respondent highlighted often waterlogged land which would be inaccessible
for much of the year. Another respondent noted that choosing this alignment
option would result in construction traffic crossing the bridge at Abergorlech which
has width restrictions.
7.59

Alignment option E7

7.59.1 Respondents who referred to alignment section E7 raised a number of concerns,
regarding the landscape, natural environment and socio-economic impacts.
7.59.2 Some respondents were particularly concerned about the impact of the connection
on natural woodland, wet woodland and ancient oak trees which may be subject to
a preservation order. Respondents also highlighted the importance of the local
woodland and its management to biodiversity. Some respondents highlighted
particular concern for otters, dormice, crane-flies and many bird species. Some
respondents raised specific concern for bats, suggesting that a bat survey should
be carried out.
7.59.3 “It is rich in flora and fauna and it would be a decimation of all that is good if this
was disturbed in any way by the potential erection of those wooden poles.” (User
ID 100195)
7.59.4 Some respondents suggested that at potential river crossings, the impact upon
endangered species would be particularly great. One respondent noted that
alignment option E7 goes through a NRW Flood Zone 3.
7.59.5 A number of respondents raised concern for the impact on the surrounding
landscape and scenery, highlighting particular concern for the Cothi Valley. Some
respondents suggested that undergrounding should be the only option through this
area. A few respondent highlighted concern for the impact upon the scenery
surrounding the B4310. In terms of cultural heritage one respondent highlighted
the existence of a Grade II listed Cruck-framed house, noting that it is one of only
a few in the area.
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7.59.6 A number of respondents raised concerns for local tourism businesses, suggesting
that the landscape or construction impacts would reduce the number of tourists
visiting the area. One respondent suggested that they may open holiday homes in
the future, whilst others highlighted the importance of tourism to the local
economy:
7.59.7 “The rural community can struggle financially in the current agricultural climates so
tourism is a growing part of rural income streams. The Cothi Valley is known for
its beauty and that is what attracts tourism so please don't ruin this.” (User ID 86)
7.59.8 Some respondents noted that as there are few trails or footpaths in the area, the
B4310 is often used by walkers and cyclists. For this reason they suggested
particular attention should be paid to the surrounding scenery. Another
respondent highlighted fishing rights along the river and suggested that rights of
access and parking should be maintained.
7.59.9 The potential impact upon agriculture was a concern to some respondents. Some
noted that alignment option E7 contains their best land. Others suggested that the
connection could restrict their ability to farm the land or meet their environmental
commitments. One respondent commented on their desire for future generations
to be able to farm the land in the same way and suggested that the connection
could negatively impact upon their ability to do so.
7.59.10 Some respondents commented on local ground conditions, noting certain areas of
land that are susceptible to flooding, badly drained and often waterlogged. One
respondent highlighted land containing many unstable trees and noted that access
may be difficult. Some respondents believed that should any of the connection run
south of the River Cothi, then access would be difficult given the narrow bridge at
Abergorlech. Other respondents noted private tracks used for farming, suggesting
that they are often blocked and not suitable for construction use. One respondent
suggested that the area benefits from easy access for heavy machinery.
7.59.11 Many respondents suggested that if this alignment option is chosen then the
connection should be made underground.
7.59.12 “E4, E7 and E8 affect the beautiful Cothi Valley and conservation areas and the
tourism businesses based there. Undergrounding is the only option here.” (User
ID 33)
7.59.13 Some respondents noted that this alignment options could potentially cross the
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River Cothi, which they highlight as a particular concern. One respondent
suggested that rather than cross the farmland, the connection should, as much as
possible, follow NRW land. One respondent suggested that the connection should
follow existing power lines rather that infringe upon the unspoilt landscape of
option E7.
7.60

Alignment option E8

7.60.1 Many respondents who commented on alignment option E8 raised concern for the
potential impacts upon the village of Abergorlech and views of the surrounding
area. Of particular concern to some respondents was the view from Pont Cothi in
the centre of Abergorlech and views of the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
7.60.2 “The steeply sloping forest on the horizon in the centre of the view is where the
powerline is proposed to go at section E8. A 60m scar in the forest at this point
would be clearly visible from this listed bridge, destroying the view.” (User ID
100203)
7.60.3 Other respondents noted that the landscape is particularly sensitive at the point
the connection crosses the Rover Cothi. For some respondents placing the
connection underground along the road would minimise the impact upon the
Special Landscape Area. One respondent in contrast, suggested that the
alignment option E8 benefits from a stretch of forest and believed that the
connection may be far enough from Abergorlech to minimise the visual impact.
7.60.4 From a cultural heritage perspective, respondents often noted that the village of
Abergorlech is a conservation zone and that Pont Cothi is a Grade II* listed bridge.
7.60.5 For a number of respondents the potential impact on wildlife and biodiversity is of
exceptional concern, with a large number of invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles,
mammals and birds highlighted. One respondent also noted that many of these
species are UK BAP listed. Some respondents noted various habitats as of
importance to wildlife including woodlands, gardens and the River Cothi.
Respondents also highlighted restored ancient woodland and a plantation on an
ancient woodland site. One respondent noted that alignment option E8 crosses a
NRW Flood Zone 3.
7.60.6 A number of respondents raised concerns about tourism, noting that Abergorlech
is a popular tourist destination. Some respondents commented that the village
contains many businesses reliant on tourism and is the starting point for mountain
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bike trails.
7.60.7 “The placement of a high voltage overhead line would have a negative impact on
the scenery reducing its appeal to tourists.” (User ID 100203)
7.60.8 For another respondent the cumulative impact of both the wind farms and an
overhead connection would be too great.
7.60.9 Other socio-economic considerations focused on the impact of overhead lines on
property values and on the impact of the connection upon agriculture. Some
respondents suggested that the connection could reduce farmers’ ability to farm
the land and pass on this way of living to future generations.
7.60.10 With regard to the route chosen for alignment option E8, some respondents
suggested that it is too close to properties, with one respondent criticising the
decision to avoid only the Abergorlech conservation zone and not all the properties
that make up the village. Some respondents suggested that undergrounding
should be the only possible option, while one respondent noted that should a
southern alignment be chosen, there is no alternative to option E8. One
respondent raised concern that the route would pass the front of properties and
suggested that the visual impact would be less if placed behind them, beyond the
woodland.
7.60.11 In terms of construction and maintenance considerations, one respondent noted
that option E8 goes through steep ground and pointed out a landslip area as well
as an underground pipeline. They also noted that the area surrounding the
alignment contain western hemlock. They suggested that hemlock regenerates
rapidly and would require regular clearing, which would also lead to wind damage
in surrounding trees. Other respondents noted that the bridge in Abergorlech has
width restrictions which could limit access.
7.61

Alignment option E9

7.61.1 Alignment option E9 received a variety of comments and concerns from
respondents. A number of respondents were supportive of this alignment option
as it avoids the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area and more populated areas.
Respondents often offered their support for this option as it would be the more
direct route. Additionally, respondents suggested it would be hidden by trees and
minimise environmental impacts given that most of the woodland is plantation.
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7.61.2 “I am in favour of route E9 as it is the least intrusive, going through fewer
properties and being shielded by the forestry for much of the route. It also avoids
blighting the unspoilt valleys of the Cothi and Llanllawddog which provide stunning
scenery appreciated by locals and tourists alike.” (User ID16)
7.61.3 Some respondents offered partial support for this alignment option, often
suggesting that this would be their preference should it not be possible to
underground the connection though the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
However, other respondents raise specific concerns for the impacts of the
connection upon option E9.
7.61.4 One respondent highlighted the lack of urban development in the area and
suggested that the landscape would be spoilt by the connection. Another
suggested that option E9 would require too much tree felling and that this would
consequently impinge upon views from Mynydd Llanllwni. Some respondents
suggested that the landscape impacts should be mitigated as much as possible
either by undergrounding the connection, or by following low-lying land.
7.61.5 One respondent highlighted listed buildings in alignment option E9, including an
ancient church. They asked that should this route be chosen, then it should pass
north of, and far from the church using low-lying land.
7.61.6 One respondent raised concern for the local wildlife highlighting a number of birds,
amphibians and mammals including polecats present on their land. They also
highlighted dawn and coastal redwoods as of particular concern. One respondent
also noted that the water from ditches and streams are used by local residents for
domestic use.
7.61.7 Some respondents raised concern for tourism in the area, specifically the village of
Gwernogle, and suggested that the unspoilt landscape is an important reason why
tourists visit the area.
7.61.8 A few participants raised concern regarding the impact of the connection on
properties and the cumulative impact of both the wind farms and the connection.
One respondent suggested that to minimise the impact, WPD should maintain a
distance of 80 metres from properties.
7.61.9 Another respondent raised particular concern for the impact on a personal
Christmas tree plantation and organic land, noting the potential loss of income
should this area be cleared for the connection.
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7.61.10 A number of respondents raised concerns regarding engineering, construction and
maintenance within alignment option E9. Some respondents noted the
engineering challenges of crossing this terrain and the associated expense. In
contrast to this, some respondents suggested that the terrain of this area should
have been considered during the wind farm planning applications. One
respondent suggested that because of this the wind farm developers should pay
any additional engineering or undergrounding costs.
7.61.11 Some respondents noted that steel lattice structures would be required within this
alignment option. They suggested that this option should be ruled out for this
reason, given that WPD had suggested that the route would be erected on
wooden poles.
7.61.12 Other respondents asked that consideration be given to the poor telephone and
broadband services in the area and that the surrounding roads are maintained to
avoid damage to cars. One respondent also highlighted land which is only
accessible by foot due to being waterlogged and containing a deep ford. In
support of this option, one respondent suggested that the area is less exposed to
weather and experiences less traffic.
7.61.13 With regard to the alignment, one respondent suggested that the connection
should follow an existing power line, minimising the visual impact. Other
respondents suggested that the route should follow NRW land either entirely or as
much as possible.
7.61.14 “It seems a mystery that the route should be run over a village when there is
nothing but 'blank' NRW hillside adjoining the route.” (User ID 100278)
7.62

General comments – Section E

7.62.1 The following section summarises comments by theme, where respondents made
comments in response to Section E as a whole. If their comment applied to the
whole project, they have been summarised in part 7.76 of this report.
7.63

Consultation and information

7.63.1 Some respondents made comments on the consultation materials for Section E. A
few respondents noted that alignment option E9 is not mentioned on the feedback
form. One respondent suggested that documentation on undergrounding is biased
in favour of overhead lines, whereas another respondent disputes a settlement
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boundary drawn on a map of alignment option E8.
7.64

Cost

7.64.1 In regard to the cost of undergrounding, one respondent suggested that the
additional cost could be partially offset by using the same trench for fibre-optic
cables.
7.65

Engineering, design and construction

7.65.1 With regard to construction issues, one respondent noted the additional lorry
movements resulting from clearance of forest and the consequences for the local
road network. Another respondent noted that many parts of Section E are
unsuitable for large vehicles.
7.66

Environment

7.66.1 A number of respondents raised concerns for the impact on the landscape within
Section E, as well as the potential damage to the environment and wildlife during
the construction phase. Respondents often raised strong concerns for the impact
on the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area and highlighted a number of
endangered flora and fauna.
7.66.2 Some respondents note the link between the landscape and the cultural heritage
of the area, suggesting that both could be disrupted by the connection. Another
respondent suggested that the impact of the connection on future generations
should be considered:
7.66.3 “…ruining this landscape which if anyone is at all environmentally alert and
conscious should be recognized as an inheritance for future generations.” (User ID
58)
7.66.4 Some respondents discussed the cumulative impact of the wind farms in
combination with the connection, or responded in more general terms, criticising
the ‘industrialisation’ of the area.
7.66.5 One respondent also asked that the natural water supply of those outside the
alignment options is considered when constructing the line.
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7.67

Land owner issues

7.67.1 A number of respondents noted that the alignment corridors cross their land.
Many of these respondents objected to the use of their land for the connection,
whilst some noted that they would not object, or described specific routeings to
which they would not object. Additionally, some respondents asked that WPD pay
their land agent fees in association with the project. One respondent pointed out
that no-one has been in contact to ask permission to survey the route.
7.68

Routeing

7.68.1 Regarding the route of the connection in Section E, a number of respondents
suggested that the connection should follow forestry land as much as possible, in
order to minimise the impact on local communities. Some of these respondents
were of the view that NRW were beneficiaries of the wind farms and as such
should experience the impacts of the connection, rather than local landowners,
residents and farmers:
7.68.2 “As most of the wind turbines will be on forestry commission land, wouldn't it be
better to keep the electricity cables on their land instead.” (User ID 100206)
7.68.3 Furthermore, one respondent suggested that this would mean clearance of
plantation rather than ancient woodland and that were it to disrupt ancient
woodland, this would be preferable to disrupting local communities. Another
respondent suggested that within the forestry there are many tracks which could
be used for routeing the connection.
7.68.4 Many respondents simply stated that the only option should be for the connection
to be made underground, or that the two options for consideration should be to
follow the forestry, or go underground.
7.69

Socio-economic

7.69.1 Some respondents made general comments on Section E regarding the potential
impact upon tourism and the local economy. These respondents often noted that
the tourism industry is dependent upon an unspoilt landscape. Respondents also
highlighted various recreation activities such as cycling, walking and fishing which
attract tourists to the area, and as such should not be disrupted.
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7.69.2 “This area is full of holiday cottages and this proposed route would detract from
the scenic beauty of the area, therefore putting off tourists that bring money into
our area.” (User ID 84)
7.69.3 One respondent suggested that some of the impact on communities could be
mitigated by creating canter tracks for horse riders along the route.
7.70

General comments on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project

7.70.1 This chapter summarises general comments submitted by those individual
members of the public who did not make specific reference to any of the five
proposed Sections A to E.
7.71

Consultation and information

7.71.1 Many respondents expressed concerns over the overall consultation process,
mostly regarding the perceived low level of fairness, accessibility or quality of
information provided by WPD. Some respondents described the consultation
process as a tick box exercise, failing to take public views into consideration.
Others focused more on the quality of materials and often criticised them for
misleading the public by using jargonistic terminology or lacking the right level of
detail:
7.71.2 “Stage 2 of the consultation again you have misled the public by using terminology
not familiar to the public. Many people even farming organisations thought that
the route was the purple line which said ‘preferred route corridor’ many have said ‘I
am not going to the consultation meetings because the purple line is far enough
away’.” (User ID 8)
7.71.3 In reference to a separate planning application for work at the New Lodge
Substation in Burry Port as a result of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project, one
respondent argued that a lack of clear information meant that the public could not
be expected to participate effectively:
7.71.4 “… it seems completely wrong that you are carrying out the public consultation
process without this detail being specified. How can the public participate fully in
the consultation when this detail is not known?” (User ID 100093)
7.71.5 One respondent criticised the maps for being too small, suggesting that this was
done on purpose so that the public could not see clearly the route alignment
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options. A landowner made specific reference to a habitat survey map which did
not have enough detail to show the placement of a NRW designated ancient
woodland. Other comments on consultation materials suggested a perceived lack
of detail on the use of steel structures and on individual properties. Other
respondents requested more information regarding the latitude and longitude of
the alignment, alternative underground routes and environmental impact
assessments. One respondent also remarked that the materials were not
sufficiently accessible, being placed in locations which were not adequately
publicised and where there was little room to study them.
7.71.6 Many respondents also noted that consultation events were not accessible enough
and criticised the locations chosen for being too far for local residents to attend.
Most notably, there were specific references to the villages believed to be most
affected by this project including Abergorlech, Alltwalis, New Inn, Gwyddgrug,
Pencader, with many members of the public noting that these should have been
included as key locations for the events:
7.71.7 “Exhibitions should be arranged in the villages affected by the alignment e.g.
Abergorlech, Gwernogle, New Inn, Gwyddgrug / Pencader, Alltwalis, Pontarsais /
Llanllawddog, Rhydargaeau, Peniel and Abergwili.” (User ID 100097)
7.71.8 A few comments specifically focused on the absence of general public meetings
and the role of drop in sessions, with some respondents describing the latter as a
mere tick box exercise and criticising them for not being valid or consistent
enough:
7.71.9 “It is with great disbelief that I find the inhabitants of Gwyddgrug and Pencader are
expected to travel to your consultation meetings. Even the turbine companies held
consultation meetings in local halls, Pencader Pavilion and Llanllwni Chapel
Village Hall.” (User ID 100109).
7.71.10 While most respondents expressed concerns over the perceived lack of fairness or
inclusiveness of the consultation process, a few respondents supported WPD’s
efforts in providing information to the public:
7.71.11 “I have been impressed so far with the amount of effort being put in by WPD into
informing the public.” (User ID 100131)
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7.72

Cost

7.72.1 The majority of comments focusing on cost suggested that too much emphasis
was placed on costs in the decision making process, especially when deciding
whether to use overhead or underground cables. Most respondents suggested
that impacts on the environment and local communities should not be overridden
by cost or profit related justifications. Another respondent challenged the cost of
the consultation, suggesting that if WPD was able to pay a significant amount of
money on consultation documents, then it could afford the costs for making the
connection underground.
7.72.2 A few respondents also indicated that the connection to the grid should be efficient
or economical and suggested taking the shortest route, or using existing power
infrastructure, in order to minimise the costs of the project. One respondent
suggested that the cheapest option would be an alternative alignment, directly
underground to Felindre. Similarly, many respondents highlighted the long-term
maintenance and lifetime costs associated to overhead power lines, suggesting
that these would prove more expensive in the long run due to vulnerability to
extreme weather conditions. As a result, undergrounding was seen as a more
effective option:
7.72.3 “Maybe for now underground [is] more expensive but in years to come with our
weather, underground would be better and more effective.” (User ID 100267)
7.72.4 Some respondents expressed the view that wind farm developers or WPD, should
bear the costs for putting the cables underground. This was based on the
reasoning that as energy companies make profits from these developments it is
them who should pay.
7.73

Engineering, design and construction

7.73.1 Comments regarding engineering, design and construction were mainly focussed
on the impact of construction or maintenance of overhead lines on accessing
public roads or private land. Some respondents also suggested the vulnerability of
overhead lines to adverse weather, suggesting this could have implications for
network resilience. Other comments focussed on the adverse effects of dust and
noise resulting from the construction phase of the connection.
7.73.2 Some respondents expressed concerns over the design of an overhead
connection. One respondent noted their satisfaction that wooden poles would be
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used for the connection and that effort would be made to avoid homes, however
others felt that wooden poles would still impact upon the landscape. A few
respondents raised concerns regarding the height of the poles and the distance
between them. Another respondent, however, noted that wooden poles would
have an adverse visual impact regardless of height. One respondent was
concerned that the connection could be upgraded to metal pylons at a future date:
7.73.3 “Where will the metal pylons be situated? I am convinced, like the other wooden
pole systems around here, there will be larger metal pylons in certain places.”
(User ID 100115)
7.73.4 Another respondent noted the cumulative noise impact of transport during the
construction of the connection in tandem with the proposed wind farms at Brechfa
Forest West and Brechfa Forest East.
7.73.5 A few other respondents also mentioned engineering constraints due to local
ground conditions or topography such as wet woodlands, steeply sloping land or
falling tress during periods of heavy rainfall, flooding and high wind.
7.74

Environment

7.74.1 The majority of respondents referring to environmental issues expressed concerns
over the visual impact of overhead power lines on the local landscape and wildlife.
One comment made specific reference to the River Cothi and its surrounding
woodland as an important source for wildlife including otters, dippers, kingfishers
and dormice. Impacts on biodiversity and wet woodland habitats were also
mentioned, with one respondent highlighting the need to avoid areas with rich and
diverse flora and fauna listed within the National Environment and Rural
Communities Act 2006. One response focused on the assessment methodology,
highlighting the need for Habitat Risk Assessments in order to ensure wildlife
protection throughout the area.
7.74.2 One respondent challenged the suggestion that the creation of wooded corridors
may be beneficial to bats. They suggested that the emission of UV light from the
cables may be detrimental to the bats. They went on to suggest that more
research should be carried out on this topic before placing cables in
environmentally sensitive areas such as the Cothi Valley:
7.74.3 “The consultation documents suggest that powerlines are passive structures within
the landscape and that the creation of a wooded corridor might actually be positive
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for bats. However recent research suggests that cables and insulators produce
UV light that can be seen by many birds and mammals and presumably
invertebrates (Tyler et al 2014, Conservation Biology). Undoubtedly more
research needs to be conducted into this but I would suggest that placing
powerlines in such an environmentally sensitive area as the Cothi Valley will have
a negative consequence for wildlife.” (User ID 100139)
7.74.4 Some respondents also expressed concerns over the visual impact of overhead
pylons on listed buildings and local landmarks such as the Cothi Valley, Pont Cothi
in Abergorlech and Llangunnor Church.
7.74.5 For some respondents it was important that the visual impact of the connection be
minimised as much as possible, with suggestions made that wooden poles are
‘hidden’ or that the connection should be underground in sensitive landscapes.
7.74.6 Impacts on groundwater and water courses including ponds, rivers and streams
were also mentioned as a concern, with one respondent suggesting the risk of
water sources being contaminated by the installation of overhead pylons.
7.74.7 Some respondents suggested that the impact of the connection would be greater
upon younger generations as they would have to live with the visual impact of the
connection.
7.74.8 A few respondents noted that an underground connection would have an adverse
effect on the environment, however, like most respondents, it was their view that
the impacts of an overhead connection would be far greater.
7.75

Health and safety

7.75.1 A number of general concerns were raised with regard to health and safety issues.
Some respondents referred to health impacts in general terms, whilst others
referred to stress caused by the project. The potential emotional distress caused
by negative visual impacts of overhead pylons on the local landscape was also
mentioned as a concern.
7.75.2 A number of respondents were concerned about EMFs or airborne pollutants
caused by overhead lines. Some respondents mentioned the potential impact on
the health of vulnerable groups such as children, young and elderly people, citing,
as examples, childhood leukaemia and Alzheimer’s. Some respondents
suggested that without further research such risks should not be taken:
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7.75.3 “Keep cabling away from villages and settlements - danger to health has not been
disproved.” (User ID 100271)
7.75.4 Other respondents suggested that overhead lines impact upon the health of
residents at specific distances from the line, with suggestions of 600m to 5km
being made. Another respondent highlighted Australia as an example of where all
new power lines are built underground to minimise health risks.
7.75.5 Many respondents also expressed concerns over the impact of overhead power
lines on air emergency services, including Wales Air Ambulance helicopters used
for transferring patients, as well as other military or rescue helicopters.
7.75.6 Some respondents highlighted concerns regarding the noise levels from overhead
cables during wet or windy weather. A few respondents suggested that noise
impact assessment should be carried out:
7.75.7 “We would be grateful to receive copies of studies which have been conducted in
terms of assessing health implications of overhead connections. Noise
underneath these cables are said to be worse than from wind turbines and
research into electromagnetic fields clearly shows danger to health.” (User ID
100237)
7.76

Land owner issues

7.76.1 A few comments were in regard to land owner issues, with some land owners
complaining they had not been contacted regarding the use of their land, or being
entirely opposed to overhead power lines crossing their land, while others asked
for compensatory measures. One comment in particular mentioned the need for
strict protocols to ensure that WPD would fully engage and cooperate with
appointed land agents. Similarly, concerns were raised over land owners feeling
pressurised to sign agreements with WPD without prior notice and opportunity to
seek specialist advice. One respondent recommended that local landowners seek
the services of a land agent.
7.77

Policy, principles and project case

7.77.1 Many respondents expressed concerns over the increasing number of wind farms,
with some noting the cumulative visual impact of existing and future energy
infrastructure on the Welsh landscape:
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7.77.2 “The number of wind farms has also increased beyond imagination. 1 - 3 turbines
are OK here and there but a collection of them has already spoiled the most
amazing views near Gwernogle, Teifi lakes and Amman Valley (Bettws Mountain).
This approach has to stop.” (User ID 100146)
7.77.3 A few other comments reflected a lack of public trust in energy companies, with
some respondents expressing fears that new routes would set a precedent for
more similar structures to be built in the future. One respondent in particular
expressed concern that the new proposed routes may set precedent for more,
larger structures:
7.77.4 “These wind farms may be accepted in this area provided that we are not
overwhelmed by any more of them.” (User ID 100142)
7.77.5 Similarly, some respondents were worried about the prospect that wooden poles
could be upgraded to metal pylons.
7.77.6 Some respondents suggested that all associated work should be part of a single
planning application, including both the work at New Lodge Substation in Burry
Port, and the wind farm developments:
7.77.7 “Secondly, it also seems completely wrong for any associated works, which would
appear to be intrinsically linked to the overall project, to be the subject of a
separate planning application and not included under the single DCO.” (User ID 6)
7.77.8 One respondent noted that centres of population were not listed amongst the
criteria respondents were asked to consider during the consultation and suggested
that it should have been. Other respondents suggested that the proximity of the
route to residential areas, landscape impact or convergence with other overhead
lines would contravene the Holford Rules.
7.77.9 One respondent recognised the need to provide an electricity connection and
attempts made to minimise the potential impacts. Another, however, questioned
the need for the project and suspected WPD’s motives to be entirely financial.
7.78

Routeing and design

7.78.1 The majority of respondents commenting on routeing and design issues expressed
their general support for the entire connection to be put underground in order to
minimise the visual and environmental impacts on local landscape and designated
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sites, socio-economic impacts, as well as any potential health and safety hazards
associated to overhead cables and electric and magnetic fields. Some
respondents cited other examples of undergrounded technology and suggested
that this set a precedent which WPD should follow. Projects mentioned included
gas and oil pipelines and other electricity connections including the Llyn Brianne
connection. Some respondents felt undergrounding would be specifically justified
in sensitive landscapes.
7.78.2 Similarly, most respondents expressed concern over the proximity of overhead
cables to populated areas including villages such as Abergorlech. A few
respondents expressed their support for the entire connection to be placed
through the forest. One respondent questioned the chosen alignment options and
suggested that a shorter underground route could be taken to minimise disruption
to local communities.
7.78.3 Some respondents challenged the different distance criteria applied to properties
in rural and urban areas, noting that it would not be fair to discriminate between
areas and that the same set of rules should apply:
7.78.4 “It is plain and simple discrimination against rural communities that there is no
defined separation distance between pylons and their properties. If it is good
enough for urban communities to have defined distance, then the same MUST
apply for rural properties.” (User ID 100244)
7.78.5 A few respondents expressed their general support for the overall route alignment,
with one respondent noting that this was “probably the best that could be used”
(User ID 29). Other respondents suggested that the shortest or more direct route
should be taken, while others preferred the use or upgrade of the existing power
infrastructure to make the grid connection.
7.79

Socio-economic

7.79.1 Many comments relating to socio-economic issues were concerns over the
potential devaluation of properties due to their proximity to the connection and the
lack of compensation offered to those whose properties would be affected.
7.79.2 Similarly, many respondents expressed their concern over difficulties in selling
their properties due to the visual impact and health risks associated to overhead
power lines. Respondents often argued that this issue is compounded by the
construction of the wind farms.
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7.79.3 Impacts on tourism and recreation activities due to the construction of overhead
power lines were also mentioned as a concern by many respondents. This was
often linked to the impact upon the landscape and recreational activities available,
which respondents often suggested are what attracts tourists to the area.
7.79.4 “Tourism in the area is second only to agriculture and any kind of overground
connection is therefore unacceptable.” (Teifi Valley Tourism Association)
7.79.5 The impact on fishing was a common concern among respondents, with one
mentioning the River Towy being a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) where
fishing rights are in place during specific periods of time:
7.79.6 “The most Northern enclosure along the proposed route alignment is a grassland
field sloping gently down to the river Tywi which is a Site of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSI), there are known fishing rights along this stretch of river from 1st
May to 29th September.” (User ID 100189)
7.79.7 Agricultural producers of different sorts (e.g. farmers and timber merchants) as
well as gardeners raised concerns that their land would be affected by overhead
cabling.
7.79.8 Respondents often suggested that declined levels of tourism, combined with the
impacts on agriculture and recreation would have a negative influence on the local
economy. Some respondents suggested that undergrounding the connection
would mitigate these impacts.
7.79.9 Some respondents wrote more generally about the impacts on communities, often
highlighting their close-knit nature. Some of these respondents discussed the
potential impact on local residents’ quality of life.
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8

Western Power Distribution's response to the
generic themes raised during the consultation

8.1

Introduction to themes raised

8.1.1

This chapter provides a response from WPD to the themes and issues raised
during the consultation by stakeholders and members of the public. These issues
have been summarised in chapters 6 and 7. The comments received have been
arranged by issue to enable a single response by WPD where this is considered
appropriate. With many comments overlapping, the responses received have
been separated into issues which broadly reflect the codes assigned during the
analysis phase detailed in chapter 5; however, some have been grouped together
where they cover similar issues. It should be noted that whilst WPD's response
may refer to specific consultation responses, they are highlighted to reflect views
which may be shared by a number of individuals and organisations. Responses
seek to address the points and questions raised rather than specific individuals or
organisations making them.

8.1.2

The issues raised and responses to those issues have been set out under the
themes used in chapters 6 and 7, namely:


Section A (8.2)



Section B (8.3)



Section C (8.4)



Section D (8.5)



Section E (8.6)



Alignment options (8.7)



Routeing and design (8.8)



Engineering, design and construction (8.9)



Undergrounding (8.10)
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Environment (8.11)



Socio-economic (8.12)



Health, safety and security (8.13)



Costs (8.14)



Planning, principles and project case (8.15)



Surveys and land access (8.16)



Consultation and information (8.17)
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8.2 Section A
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.2.1 More information requested
15968

Respondents requested more
information on the specific siting of the
connection within the alignment
corridor.

Stage 2 Consultation provided information to explain the choice of route alignment options.
Following the close of consultation responses received were analysed and the results of
further technical and environmental work considered. The preferred route alignment option
was then chosen. Further technical and environmental work will now take place to identify
a route which WPD considers appropriate within the preferred route alignment. Information
on the specific siting of this route will be published and consulted upon as part of the third
and final stage of consultation.

8.2.2 Construction impacts upon the A48
15658

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on local traffic,
particularly the A48 crossing.

WPD has and will continue to liaise with the Highways Authority and South Wales Trunk
Road Agency with regard to the possible effects of the connection on the local road
network, including the A48. A Traffic Management Plan will be submitted as part of the
package of documents which will form the DCO application.

8.2.3 Construction impacts upon pipelines
15660

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as pipelines.

WPD has consulted with utilities providers in order to identify the location of pipelines and
other infrastructure. Within Section A, WPD is particularly aware of the gas pipeline and a
significant number of overhead lines. The presence of this equipment was influential in the
identification of the route alignment options. Once the final route is identified, WPD will
liaise with the necessary utilities providers to ensure that construction can take place in a
safe manner.

8.2.4 Suitable areas for access by construction machinery
15858

Respondents highlight particular areas
of land which have better access for
construction machinery.

WPD acknowledges that certain areas of land within the route alignment corridors may be
more easily accessible that others and, having chosen the preferred route alignment,
discussions will take place with landowners to understand any issues relevant to
construction access.
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8.2.5 The susceptibility of infrastructure to high winds
15995

Respondents raised concerns over the
impacts of weather on poles, particularly
high winds in the Towy Valley.

Wind damage to overhead lines is normally a result of trees falling onto lines, rather than
the lines themselves coming down. WPD maintains a regular regime of tree inspection
along its lines and following construction, the Brechfa Forest Connection would be included
within this regime. Notwithstanding the regular inspection of trees, should damage occur to
the connection, WPD will be able to respond and repair an overhead line quickly.

8.2.6 Areas considered unsuitable for heavy machinery
16093

Respondents highlight areas of land
within A5 which are become waterlogged and are unsuitable for heavy
machinery.

Option A5 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment. As such
the issue of water-logged and unsuitable ground within A5 is one which requires no further
consideration.

8.2.7 Potential impacts on local landmarks
15998

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on local landmarks with
particular reference to an ancient chapel
near Pen y graig.

Features of cultural heritage interest were one of the key determining factors to influence
the selection of the preferred alignment corridor. WPD is aware of a Grade II Listed chapel
at Pen-y-graig, east of Croesyceiliog. WPD has decided not to select the A5 option and as
such effects upon the setting of this building should not occur.

8.2.8 Potential impacts upon groundwater, watercourse and water supplies
15628

Respondents raised concern of the
connection on groundwater and water
courses, with some highlighting reliance
on spring water for domestic supply
particular reference to Pentre poeth and
potential for contamination from the
wooden poles.

The presence and sensitivity of hydrological features informed WPDs selection of the
preferred route alignment. Option A5 which ran immediately to the west of Pentre poeth
has not been selected as the preferred route alignment within this section.

8.2.9 Potential impacts upon biodiversity
15491

Respondents raised concern over the
impact on the connection on ecology,
wildlife and biodiversity with particular
reference to a pond located within A5
and a badger sett 200m from A2.

The potential for ecological impacts, including effects upon protected species were one of
the key determining factors to influence the selection of the preferred alignment corridor.
Initial ecological surveys sought to identify areas within each of the route alignment options
that had a potential for particularly sensitive ecology. Having selected the preferred
alignment corridor (neither A2 or A5 have been selected) detailed ecological survey will
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take place to identify the presence and abundance of species the results of which will
inform the final routing and design of the connection.
8.2.10 Potential impacts upon trees and ancient woodland
15708

Respondents raised concern for areas of
ancient woodland located within A5 and
that some land was within the Glastir
environmental scheme. Others suggest
that tree felling should be minimised.

The presence of ancient woodland was mapped by WPD at an early stage in the evolution
of the route alignment corridor options. Wherever possible WPD sought to avoid such
areas.
The presence of land in Glastir has been something which has come to WPD’s attention as
a result of the consultation process, although the presence of many of the sensitive
ecological habitats which receive Glastir funding had been noted as part of WPD’s initial
Phase 1 habitat surveys. Whilst WPD will seek to avoid then minimise construction within
sensitive habitats, including those forming part of the Glastir scheme it is considered that
the installation of wooden poles will not affect payments nor have a significant effect upon
habitat.
WPD seeks to minimise the requirement for tree loss. Where the connection may have the
potential to effect trees, they will be surveyed by a suitably qualified person and
recommendations as to the need to fell or prune taken into consideration.

8.2.11 Potential for impact upon the enjoyment of future generations
16120

Respondents raised concern that their
children, or future generations would
not be able to enjoy the environment in
the same way as past generations and
that A4 would be preferable as it would
be less visually damaging.

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not reduce the
ability of communities to enjoy their environment providing it is appropriately sited. The
design evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure
that the most appropriate route is chosen. WPD has reviewed the visual impact of the A4
and A5 route options and agrees that A4 is preferable to A5.

8.2.12 Potential for cumulative impacts
15517

Several respondents raised concern that
the cumulative impact on the landscape
of the new connection in combination
with existing grid infrastructure would
be too great with where specific
reference was made, A5 being cited.

It is accepted that Section A includes a number of existing overhead lines. This why the
connection point west of Llandyfaelog was chosen, to take advantage of existing
infrastructure in the form of the EE route towers. In selecting the preferred route alignment
corridor WPD has sought to minimise the potential for convergence, in line with the Holford
Rules. This is one reason why A4 was chosen. When siting the line within A4 the
presence of existing infrastructure will continue to be taken into account. Any visual effects
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arising from the presence of existing and proposed lines upon the local community will be
assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement.
8.2.13 Alignments with lower visual impact
15706

Respondents specified particular
alignment option (A4) which they
believed had less visual impact on the
landscape.

WPD has assessed both of the alignment options A4 and A5 and has concluded that A4 is
more appropriate in environmental terms to the extent that this performance outweighs the
benefits of a slightly shorter, more direct route (A5).

8.2.14 Minimisation of visual impacts
15857

Respondents suggested that the
connection be 'hidden' or placed below
the crest of Tyllwyd Mawr to minimise
the impact on the landscape.

WPD note that good design, particularly as described within the Holford Rules suggests
that the installation of a route over high ground should be avoided. A6 is wider than the
300m wide corridors to the north and south particularly to provide scope to minimise the
crossing of high ground at Tyllwyd Mawr.

8.2.15 Potential for impacts on the landscape and views
15492

Respondents raised general concern for
the surrounding landscape and views
with reference to A5 and views from
Pentre poeth.

WPD has assessed both of the alignment options A4 and A5 and has concluded that A4 is
more appropriate in environmental terms (including landscape and visual) to the extent that
this performance outweighs the benefits of a slightly shorter, more direct route (A5).

8.2.16 Potential for impacts on the landscape and views with reference to specific receptors
15496

Respondents raised concern for the
surrounding landscape and views from
properties, the Wales Coast Path and
Towy Estuary, stating a specific
viewpoint which they wish to see
preserved.

Views from the Wales Coastal Path and Towy Estuary would have the potential to be
affected by A5 as opposed to A4. WPD has assessed the performance of both options
against a set of criteria which include for landscape and visual and has concluded that A4
is preferable to A5.

8.2.17 Potential for electro-magnetic effects upon occupiers of homes and schools
16040

Respondents raised concerns over the
effects electro-magnetic fields or the
potential for overhead lines to cause
cancer, in relation to homes and
schools, particularly Bro Myrddin and

Bro Myrddin and Coleg Sir Gar Pibwrlwyd are located to the north west of A5. WPD is of
the opinion that the distances involved between the schools and the corridor option is such
that, as a 132kv line, electro-magnetic effects would not occur. Notwithstanding this
conclusion WPD has selected A4 primarily on the basis of its comparative environmental
performance.
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Coleg Sir Gar Pibwrlwyd.
8.2.18 Potential for impacts upon users of airstrips
16076

Respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on airstrip
take-off and landing zones.

It is understood that the airstrip is located close to Uplands which lies to the north of A2,
A2/A3. WPD have selected A1 to A3 which is the corridor option furthest away from the
airstrip.

8.2.19 Questioning the route alignment selection process
15651

Respondents question the route
alignment selection process, suggesting
that proximity to populated centres
should have been included as a criterion
for their selection and that this would
suggest A4 rather than A5.

Selection of the route alignment corridor options was based upon a number of criteria
which included a potential for significant visual effects. Using an effects based approach is
considered to be more appropriate than one which applies buffers to receptors such as
centres of population. The comparative landscape and visual merits of A4 and A5 formed
one of the determining factors in the selection of A4 as the preferred corridor alignment.

8.2.20 Potential impact with other infrastructure such as wind turbines
15987, Respondents made comments regarding
15477 the wind farms or other local energy
generation and transmission,
specifically in relation to an existing
turbine within A4 which the respondent
claims demonstrates that the landowner
is receptive to this form of energy.

WPD have obtained information from CCC denoting the location of all unimplemented
planning consents and pending planning applications for renewable energy developments
along the route alignment corridor options. The wind turbine referred to is therefore noted
and WPD is of the opinion that a line can be sited to avoid impacting upon the structure
with the chosen A4 corridor.

8.2.21 Potential impact upon future proposals
16104

Respondents highlight future land use
changes not yet in the planning system,
specifically planning consent to convert
outbuilding to a dwelling and an
intention to amend to create tourism
accommodation.

Any planning applications for the conversion of buildings along the preferred alignment
corridor will be investigated and the results used to inform the appropriateness of the final
route, including pole locations.

8.2.22 Work to Burry Port Substation
15996

Respondents suggest that associated
works at Burry Port substation should

The work at the Burry Port substation can be undertaken under WPDs permitted
development rights. However WPD appreciates that the work forms part of the wider
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be part of the planning application for
the new connection.

Brechfa Forest Connection Project and as such the EIA will include for an assessment of
the environmental effects that may arise from the connection works.

8.2.23 Avoidance of high ground, specifically in A6
16060

Respondents suggest that the
connection avoid areas of high ground
to minimise the impact on the
landscape, specifically in A6.

WPD note that good design, particularly as described within the Holford Rules suggests
that the installation of a route over high ground should be avoided. A6 is wider than the
300m wide corridors to the north and south particularly to provide scope to minimise the
crossing of high ground at Tyllwyd Mawr.

8.2.24 Avoidance of roads and areas visible from roads
15961

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid roads, and
areas visible from roads, with the
suggestion that A6 crosses fewer roads.

One of the landscape and visual considerations used to determine the appropriateness of
the alignment corridor options is the extent to which the connection would be seen been
receptors, including road users. Consideration of this and other factors has led to the
selection of the preferred route alignment corridor.

8.2.25 Avoidance of populated areas with a preference for A4
15516

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid populated
areas, often suggesting that A4 be
chosen for this reason.

Selection of the route alignment corridor options was based upon a number of criteria
which included a potential for significant visual effects. Using an effects based approach is
considered to be more appropriate than one which applies buffers to receptors such as
centres of population. The comparative landscape and visual merits of A4 and A5 formed
one of the determining factors in the selection of A4 as the preferred corridor alignment.

8.2.26 Preference for undergrounding within A5
15657

Respondents requested that the
connection be underground within A5,
or within particularly sensitive
landscapes.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was consider appropriate where ‘serious’
concerns were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
relating to A5. However the environment performance of A4 was deemed to be better and
as a consequence this option has been selected.

8.2.27 Preference for undergrounding across the entire section or sub-section
15468

Respondents expressed general support
for undergrounding, or suggest that the
entire section or sub-sections be
underground.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was considered appropriate where ‘serious
concerns’ were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
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relating to any option within Section A. As a consequence WPD does not propose to
underground the connection south of Section B.
8.2.28 Proximity to Cwmffrwd and Pentre poeth
15515

Respondents raised general concern
regarding the impact on communities
and local residents, specifically the
potential proximity of A5 to the two
villages of Cwmffrwd and Pentre poeth.

The potential environmental effects arising from the construction and operation of an
overhead line on communities and local residents was one of the factors influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment. WPD has selected A4 in preference to A5.

8.2.29 Avoid impacts upon agricultural land
15472

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of the connection on agricultural
land, food production or farm values
with specific reference to land farmed in
A5.

The construction of an overhead line across a landholding can be undertaken in a matter of
days and should not unduly affect agricultural activities whilst the access route to the pole
locations can be designed such that crops can be avoided in most cases. During operation
agricultural activities can take place in close proximity to the poles and as a consequence
food production should not be significantly affected as such there should be no negative
impact upon farm values.

8.2.30 Avoid impacts upon local businesses including tourism
15685

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on local businesses and the local
economy, often highlighting the
importance of tourism to the area and
the A48 as the Gateway to Wales.

Appropriate siting of the Brechfa Forest Connection through Section C should ensure that
direct significant effects (arising from construction or operation) to local businesses are
avoided. Indirect effects, often as a result of visual or landscape effects, upon tourism will
be considered and WPD is of the opinion that careful siting of infrastructure should mitigate
the potential for significant effects. The DCO application will be accompanied by an
environmental statement which will include an assessment of the socio-economic effects of
the project.

8.2.31 Proximity to public rights of way
16085

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of the connection on public
rights of way in terms of access and the
views from them, specifically the Wales
Coastal Path.

Due to the nature of construction activities it should not be necessary to close public
footpaths. Views of the connection by user of footpaths have been taken into consideration
and have informed the consideration of landscape and visual effects which have influenced
the choice of option within Section A. One of the key footpaths considered has been the
Wales Coastal Path. WPD have concluded that A4, which lies furthest from the path,
should be selected in preference to A5.
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8.2.32 Avoid impacts on quality of life
15480

General comments on the impact of the
connection on their quality of life,
happiness and wellbeing favouring A4
which is less damaging to the
respondent.

WPD is of the opinion that a well design overhead connection should not have a significant
effect upon quality of life, happiness and wellbeing. Having considered a wide range of
factors, WPD has concluded that A4 is preferable to A5.

8.2.33 Avoid impacts upon fishing and safety
16046

Respondents raised concerns about the
impact of overhead lines on fishing or
from a safety perspective within Section
A.

WPD has consulted with fishing clubs during Stage 1 and Stage 2 Consultation in order to
understand where fishing takes place within Section A. The alignment and width of the
options chosen was considered by WPD to provide sufficient flexibility to ensure that
fishing activities would not be compromised by a proposed overhead line. As the design of
the route progresses the potential for impact upon fishing activities will be taken into
account.

8.3 Section B
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.3.1 Proximity to helicopter landing site
15486

Respondents raised concerns that the
connection may adversely affect an
emergency helicopter landing site near
Glangwili Hospital.

The presence of the helicopter landing site which is used by the air ambulance was
brought to the attention of WPD during Stage 2 Consultation. The site has been mapped
and it will be avoided by the connection which will be undergrounded through Section B.

8.3.2 Proximity to water treatment plant
16146
16164

Two respondents raised concern over
the impact of construction on existing
infrastructure, particularly a water
treatment plant.

The route alignment option chosen through Section B is considered to be sufficiently wide
to enable the treatment work to be avoided.
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8.3.3 Land liable to flood
15962

Bwlch land as marked on the relevant
alignment option is subject to flooding
regularly during winter months therefore
not always accessible.

WPD consulted with Natural Resources Wales informally prior to the selection of the route
alignment options. The appropriateness of placing transmission infrastructure within areas
liable to flood was discussed and Natural Resources Wales did not raise any in-principle
objections to the matter. However WPD is aware of the need as set out within national
policy to ensure that the connection is resilient to climate change. Whilst the conclusion to
underground through section b was predicated principally on other matters, it will have a
secondary positive effect of avoiding the need to place of above ground infrastructure
within the floodplain at this location and being underground will reduce the requirement for
access.

8.3.4 The appropriateness of techniques to underground across the River Towy
15989

Two respondents raised specific
concerns regarding the engineering
techniques necessary to cross the Towy
River if undergrounded and the need to
take into account flooding.

WPD has previous experience in undergrounding across rivers. The likely technique will
be to employ horizontal directional drilling which should have little effect on the integrity of
the river or species within it. Further engineering design work will be undertaken during
2014 to confirm this approach.

8.3.5 The importance of view to and from local landmarks
15329

Seven respondents identified the
importance of views to and from
Llangunnor Church was referenced
along with Abergwili Church and
Bishops Palace historic home, Bryn
Towy Mansion and Merlin’s Hill.

WPD has identified the presence of local landmarks such as those listed within the
response which have importance in a landscape and visual and cultural heritage context.
The presence of these local landmarks together with other factors combined to indicate
that serious concerns may arise as a result of constructing and operating an overhead line
through section B. WPD therefore concluded that it would be preferable to underground.

8.3.6 Abergwili is liable to flood
16136

One respondent noted that Abergwili
lies within the flood plain.

The greater part of Abergwili lies within Flood Zone 2 which indicates a likelihood of
flooding between 1 in 100 and 1 in 1000 years. Land between Abergwili and Carmarthen
is Flood Zone 1 (less than 1 in 100 years). The route alignment option B1 does not pass
through the settlement of Abergwili.

8.3.7 Avoid impacts upon fish, mammals and birds in and around the confluence of the Gwili and Crychiau
15326, Several respondents recognised the

WPD has obtained species records for locations throughout the route alignment corridors
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15325

rivers within the alignment corridor and
referenced the presence of otters, red
kite, kingfishers and green sandpiper,
sea trout, salmon, non-migratory fish
and that spawning sea lamprey have
reds at the confluence of the Gwili and
Crychiau.

including the confluence of the Gwili and Crychiau. These records are being supplement
by surveys of sensitive species which will be agreed with NRW. The potential for effects
upon the species identified by the respondents will be assessed and if significant effects
are considered likely to occur, mitigation will be proposed.

8.3.8 Avoid the Towy Valley because of its scenic and scientific interest
15560

Respondents expressed concern, or
suggested that the connection should
aim to avoid designated sites and
sensitive areas, commenting upon the
picturesque quality of the Towy Valley,
that the area is designated for its scenic
appeal and also referring to the Towy
River SSSI.

WPD recognises that the Towy Valley is designated for its landscape quality (it is a locally
designated Special landscape Area), for its historic landscape and for its importance to
biodiversity (the river is a European protected site). The environmental sensitivity of the
valley was one of the factors which influence WPDs decision to underground the
connection through Section B as a means of mitigating impacts upon these designations.

8.3.9 Preference for undergrounding
15823

Respondents suggested that an
underground connection would
minimise the impact on landscapes and
on wildlife and that if overhead, tree loss
should be kept to a minimum.

WPD has given due consideration to the advantages of undergrounding compared with the
disadvantages (including costs) across all of the route alignment options. It has concluded
that it would have ‘serious concerns’ if an overhead line were to be proposed across the
Towy valley. It has therefore concluded that this section should be undergrounded.

8.3.10 Avoid impacts on woodlands
16129

One respondent raised concern over the
potential felling of local woodland
particularly that located to the south of
the caravan park as it forms a
windbreak. Reference also made to
woodland surrounding Bryn-Towy.

The Section B1 route alignment option is considered to be sufficiently wide to enable WPD
to avoid any specific features of environmental merit such as woodlands.

8.3.11 Avoid impacts on views
15532, Respondents raised general concern for

WPD has identified the presence of local landmarks such as those listed within the
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15444

the surrounding landscape and views,
specifically the Towy Valley and made
reference to views from the caravan park
and Llangunnor Church, Gwili railway
station and Bryn Towy mansion.
Reference is also made to the removal of
redundant overhead lines.

response which have importance in a landscape and visual and cultural heritage context.
The presence of these local landmarks together with other factors combined to indicate
that serious concerns may arise as a result of constructing and operating an overhead line
through Section B. WPD therefore concluded that it would be preferable to underground.

8.3.12 Preference for undergrounding with specific reference to the Holford Rules
15925, Respondents suggested that the
16188 connection should be placed
underground to minimise the impact on
landscape and reference is made to
supplementary notes for Holford Rule 7
which states that routes close to
residential areas should be avoided.
Particular mention is made of the
‘pleasant residential properties" along
Castell Pigyn Road and the village of
Abergwili as well as the playing fields in
this section of the corridor with a
recommendation for the undergrounding
of the 132KV cables.

WPD is aware of the status of the landscape within the Towy Valley which is locally
designated as a Special Landscape Area. WPD has also sought to identify alignment route
corridor options that comply with the Holford Rules. Holford Rule 7 has a focus upon
connection into substations. However the National Grid supplementary note does state
that routeing close to residential areas as far as possible should be avoided. WPD is of the
opinion that this has been achieved through the selection of B1 which takes an alignment
between residential areas. Furthermore the type of infrastructure proposed, which if
overhead would be wooden poles, is considered to be better able to integrate into an
environment that is closer to residential areas than would be the case with steel towers.

8.3.13 Avoid impacts arising from electro-magnetic fields
16041

Three respondents raised concerns over
electro-magnetic fields and the potential
for overhead lines to cause cancer.

In the design of the overhead line WPD will need to comply with the Electricity Safety,
Quality and Continuity Regulations 2002. National Policy NPS EN5 states at 2.10.10 that
‘The effect of these regulations should be that power lines at or below 132kV will comply
with the ICNIRP 1998 basic restrictions, although the IPC should be satisfied that this is the
case on the basis of the evidence produced as specified in the Code of Practice’.
Government has therefore concluded that 132kv lines should not give rise to undue effects
from EMF providing normal industry regulation is followed. Notwithstanding, the
Environmental Statement produced to support the DCO application will include for the
assessment of EMF.
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8.3.14 Preference for undergrounding to avoid impacts on aircraft
15822

Reference was made to the benefits of
undergrounding in the context of low
flying aircraft and the use of land
associated with Dolgwili farm by the air
ambulance.

The presence of the air ambulance landing site is one factor that has influenced the nature
of the infrastructure chosen within section B1. By undergrounding there will be avoidance
of any potential to impact upon low lying aircraft although with poles at an average height
of 15m it is considered unlikely that aircraft would be affected.

8.3.15 Avoid impacts arising from overhead lines on safety grounds
15810

Reference was made to the implications
for safety relative to overhead lines and
the fishing which takes place along the
Towy and Gwili. Also that children play
sport and fly kites in the area.

WPD is of the opinion that the route alignment corridor option B1 is of sufficient width to
avoid areas used by anglers and the sports fields which have been identified through Stage
2 Consultation.

8.3.16 Acceptance of site compounds
16137

One respondent stated that they would
be prepared to accept a site compound
on their land.

WPD will consider the need for site compounds once the design of the route is prepared
and the quantities of materials and equipment are known. It is WPDs intention to use
existing areas of hard standing along the connection rather than to create new areas. The
landowner will be contacted should a need for a compound in this location be identified.

8.3.17 Potential for future upgrade to steel towers
16000

Respondents express concern that the
route may be upgraded at a future date
in response to additional applications
for wind farms, or make it easier for new
routes to receive planning permission.

WPD will design the connection to transmit electricity from the three wind farms only. It is
not WPDs intention to upgrade the line to steel towers in the future. Any upgrade to steel
towers could not, in any event, take place without the requirement for a fresh DCO
application which will involve the same process as that which this current application has
been subjected to.

8.3.18 Preference for undergrounding within section B
15485

Respondents make a number of
individual comments to justify their view
that the route through Section B should
be underground.

WPD has taken into consideration the views expressed through Stage 2 Consultation with
regard to the issue of undergrounding. In addition it has considered the environmental
sensitivity of the section and the technical and cost implications of overhead versus
underground. WPD has concluded that it is appropriate to underground the connection
through Section B.
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8.3.19 Avoid areas of population
15559

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid populated
areas as much as possible recognising
that section B passes between Abergwili
and Carmarthen.

In identifying the route alignment option to cross the Towy Valley, WPD sought to balance
a desire to avoid populated areas with one that would minimise the potential for harm to the
landscape and to views in particular. Section B1 was considered to best meet this
balance. It passes between Carmarthen and Abergwili, avoiding populated areas.

8.3.20 Site poles alongside field boundaries
16270

One respondent stated that they were
not opposed to overhead poles within
their land but that they would require
poles to be located within/alongside
hedgerows.

WPD’s approach to the siting of overhead poles is to place them along field boundaries
wherever possible. It should be noted that due to the nature of the infrastructure proposed
this may not always be achievable.

8.3.21 Avoid specific land uses within Section B
15536

Respondents suggested specific
alignments within Section B to avoid the
rugby pitches, air ambulance and
houses, if it is not to be undergrounded.
The suggestion is that the lines be
placed at the furthest point away from
the road and closest to the river.

WPD is of the opinion that Section B1 provides sufficient width to enable the avoidance of
the features listed whether an overhead or underground connection is made.

8.3.22 Overhead line will have a detrimental effect upon Abergwili
15482

One respondent noted that the land
between the hospital and Abergwili is
heavily populated and that an overhead
line will have a detrimental impact upon
the village (Abergwili), also the presence
of sports facilities is noted by another
respondent.

WPD is of the opinion that an overhead line consisting of single and double, wooden H
poles at a height of 15m will not have a significantly detrimental effect upon Abergwili.
However a number of environmental factors do indicate to WPD that undergrounding
should be the preferred technology choice within B1.

8.3.23 Suggested alignment for overhead
15993

Respondents requested that if the line is

WPD notes the suggested route and agrees that if a line were to be overhead through
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not undergrounded then rather than
placing them next to the community hall,
through the field it would be much better
off being placed a bit further down, east
of the football pitch which would be
preferable.

Section B then a route which avoided the community hall and football pitches would be
preferable.

8.3.24 Avoid impacts upon the football pitches
15331

Respondents raised concern regarding
the impact on communities and local
residents but with particular reference to
the use of football fields by the local
football club and the effect that
overhead lines could have upon it
usage.

WPD recognises the presence and use of football pitches within the route alignment
corridor option. WPD consider that the width of the alignment is sufficient to allow the
pitches to be avoided whether the connection were to be made overhead or underground.

8.3.25 Recognise the importance of tourism
15483, One respondent stated that tourism is
15806, second only to agriculture in
15327 importance. Others stated that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on tourism to the area, recognising the
importance of the Towy Valley, the
Abergwili Museum, Merlins Hill Centre,
Gwili Railway and use by members of
the Abergwili Fishing Club.

The importance of tourism to the local economy is recognised by WPD and an assessment
of the potential for significant effects arising from the proposed connection within Section B
and other sections will be made and reported within the Environmental statement which
accompanies the DCO application.

8.3.26 Avoid impacts on recreational facilities
16045

Respondents raised concern regarding
the impact of the connection on
recreational facilities such as rugby and
football pitches and recreation grounds
citing the Quins pitches and the
Abergwili Recreation Field both areas
used by the Primary School, Merlin

WPD has been made aware through Stage 2 Consultation of the variety of recreational
facilities that exist within Section B1. Whilst WPD is of the opinion that the option selected
for consultation is sufficiently wide to enable an overhead connection to be made avoiding
these facilities it does recognise that their presence, combined with other environmental
factors suggests that an undergrounding option may be preferable.
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Youth Club, Recreation Committee
Carnival and Abergwili Football Club.
8.3.27 Avoid impacts on fishing
15928

Respondents raised concerns about the
impact of overhead lines on fishing,
from a tourism or safety perspective. Of
particular concern were the Gwili, Towy
and Crychiou rivers.

WPD recognises the potential for overhead lines to affect fishing activities if an overhead
connection where to be selected it would seek to locate it such that it did not interfere with
the ability of anglers to fish. However, due to a range of environmental factors WPD has
determined that the undergrounding of this section is preferable.

8.3.28 Avoid impacts on property prices
15881, Respondents raise concern over the
15328, impact of the connection on the value of
15824 their property and business with specific
reference to the all year caravan touring
business. Other respondents referred to
the fact that the Lower Gwili valley
contains higher value properties, that
some have paid a premium to live in a
rural location and that overhead lines
may cause blight to properties. .

An overhead connection is unlikely, in the opinion of WPD, to affect property prices or the
financial value of businesses. However socio-economic effects along the whole of the
route will be assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement to accompany the
application. Within section B, the preference for option B1 is to underground and this
should remove any potential for negative effects upon property prices.

8.4 Section C
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.4.1 Preliminary work has already commenced
16009

A respondent questioned the validity of
the consultation if the decision on the
final alignment has already been made,
with suggestion that preparatory work
has already started in C4.

WPD has not commenced any preliminary work related to the Brechfa Forest Connection
Project other than non-intrusive ecological survey in selected locations.

8.4.2 Potential for impacts arising from construction traffic
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15576

Respondents raised concerns regarding
the increased levels of traffic in
conjunction with C3 and Peniel School.

Construction of the connection will involve the need to transport materials to site. However
the number of two way movements involved in any single day is likely to be small, and this
will be confirmed once the type and location of the infrastructure is confirmed. The
assessment of transport effects and any requirement to phase deliveries in order to
mitigate effects, for example deliveries outside of school opening and closing hours, will be
considered and reported with the Environmental Statement which will accompany the DCO
application, a draft of which will be consulted upon at Stage 3.

8.4.3 Potential for impacts upon existing infrastructure within C6
16163

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as existing overhead
lines, field drains and sewerage pipes
with one referring to their presence
within C6.

WPD is aware of the need to maintain the integrity of existing infrastructure. When
preparing the detailed design WPD will record the presence of existing infrastructure and
seek to avoid effects by placing the proposed infrastructure at a sufficient distance. In the
case of overhead lines it will be important to ensure that there is sufficient clearance.

8.4.4 Avoid areas that are difficult to access
16007

Respondents highlight particular areas
of land which are not accessible to
construction machinery, particularly in
C3, or highlight their need to maintain
access to their land at all times.

The Stage 2 Consultation was useful in informing WPD of local ground conditions within
the route alignment corridor options. WPD has different techniques at its disposal to
enable it to construct in most situations, in doing so it will seek to ensure that existing
landowners continue to have access to their land.

8.4.5 Susceptibility to weather
16105

Respondents raised concerns over the
impacts of weather on an overhead
connection and future weather patterns
as a result of climate change, one
specific location referred to was the
wind in the Nant Brechfa valley (C4) .

WPD is aware of the potential for severe weather to affect overhead lines. However in
most cases the effects are as a result of trees falling onto lines rather than the lines
themselves falling over. WPD will inspect all trees along the final route to understand their
health and susceptibility to high winds and will undertake work if necessary. Regular
inspection and maintenance along the route during its operation will also take place.

8.4.6 The height of wooden poles in the landscape
15699

Respondents raised concern about the
height of the poles with particular
reference to the height of land in C2 as

WPD is aware of the higher land that exists within C2. However WPD has concluded that
wooden poles on average 15m high could be satisfactorily accommodated within the
landscape of C2 such that views of the poles would be acceptable.
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opposed to C3 as well as the impact on
drivers and residents in C4.
8.4.7 Avoid steep topography
16064

Respondents raised concern regarding
the construction of the connection on
steep hill sides, from a safety and
access perspective, particularly C3.

WPD has considered the technical factors relevant to the construction of overhead lines
within both C2 and C3. It has concluded that C3 does contain challenging slopes and as
such, from a technical point of view, C2 is favoured.

8.4.8 Requirement for Habitat Regulations Assessment
16011

One respondent stated that Habitat Risk
Assessments (HRAs) are vital along the
C alignment.

HRAs are required where there is a potential to affect the integrity of a European protected
site. WPD will prepare a HRA which will assess the potential for the project to affect the
River Towy SAC. It is unlikely that the consideration of effects will extend to include
Section C. The EIA that will be undertaken of the project, and presented within the
Environmental Statement will identify the potential for significant effects upon ecological
receptors throughout the whole of the project area.

8.4.9 Avoid ancient monuments
16019

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on ancient monuments
(Rhydfwyalchen) and a standing stone in
C2.

There are two non-designated monoliths in C2. The first (PRN1734) at NGR
SN4293424119 is recorded in the HER as "Rhyd Y Fwyalchen Stone". The second
(PRN1733) at NGR SN4288324789 is recorded as "Pentre Ynys". Neither are scheduled
but WPD is aware of the historic importance of these features and should C2 be selected
as the preferred alignment, consideration will be given to how the resulting overhead line
interacts with them.

8.4.10 Impacts from flooding within C5 and C6
16195

One respondent raised concern over
flooding occasionally in parts in
reference to C5 and C6.

WPD has identified areas likely to flood based upon mapping provided by Natural
Resources Wales. Discussions with NRW suggest that there is no in-principle objection to
the siting of wooden poles within areas liable to flood although WPD would always seek to
avoid such areas where this is feasible.

8.4.11 Impacts upon views with reference to tourism
16200

One respondent raised general concerns WPD is aware of the potential for views to be affected by the type of infrastructure
regarding the impact on the connection
proposed yet considers that in most cases and with respect to Section C, ‘serious
on the environment and tourism but with concerns’ should not arise. The infrastructure will however be sited with the aim of
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particular reference to visual impact.

reducing visual impact unless other environmental or technical factors suggest otherwise.
A visual impact assessment of the final proposals will be present at Stage 3 Consultation.

8.4.12 Avoid areas for wildlife including pond
15906

A Respondent asks that the connection
avoid a wildlife pond and stream which
would be avoided if C2 were chosen.

WPD’s choice of route alignment corridor option within Section C has been based upon a
number of environmental and technical (including cost) factors. Environmental factors
have included the presence of sensitive habitats.

8.4.13 Consider the environmental impact on the Gwili Valley
15350, Respondents raised concern for the
16558 environmental impact on the Gwili Valley
with ten respondents making particular
reference to landscape and views.

WPD’s choice of route alignment corridor option within Section C has been based upon a
number of environmental and technical (including cost) factors. These factors have
resulted in the choice of options which WPD considers has the potential to best minimise
effects. The detailed design of the route connection will be the subject of environmental
assessment which will identify the likelihood for significant effects and identify mitigation
where appropriate.

8.4.14 Avoid impacts upon ecology
15332

Many respondents raised concerns over
the impact on the connection on
ecology, wildlife and biodiversity listing
many bird and animal species that they
were aware of within many of the C
alignments.

WPD’s selection of route alignment corridor options was based upon an understanding of
key ecological sensitivities within the project area. During 2014 areas identified as being
potentially ecologically sensitive have been surveyed and the results influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment corridor. As the project movements from
alignment to draft then detailed route design, ecological surveys will be used to inform the
placing of equipment and choice of location.

8.4.15 Avoid woodland and land suitable for tree planting
16038

One respondent raised concern for an
area of woodland within C3 because the
overhead lines would sterilise it as well
as an area of land for tree planting

WPD has identified all woodlands within the study area which are designated for their
historic (ancient woodland) value. In most cases it has been possible to avoid these areas
when identifying the route alignment corridor options. There may be small areas of
designated woodland that do lie within the 300m wide corridor boundaries. Similarly there
may be woodlands which are not designated which lie within it. WPD is of the opinion that
in the majority of cases it will be possible to plan a route which involves the need to remove
woodland. Where this is necessary woods will be crossed at their narrowest point.

8.4.16 Consider the cumulative effects of the development with existing infrastructure
15572

Three respondents raised concern that

Existing infrastructure represents the baseline against which the insertion of new
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the cumulative impact on the landscape
of the new connection in combination
with the wind farm developments or
other existing infrastructure such as
roads would be too great, comments
were made in relation to C3, 4 and 6.

infrastructure will be considered for its potential to create significant environmental effects.
When planning the precise routing of the connection, and so as to avoid the possibility of
significant effects, WPD will take into account the presence of existing infrastructure such
as power lines and wind turbines.

8.4.17 Consider the effects on landscape and views with particular reference to tourism
15334

Ten respondents also raised concern
within Section C for the surrounding
landscape and views, particularly in
regard to an overhead connection and
its effect upon tourism as well as local
residents.

Tourists may be considered to be visual receptors when they use local or designated
footpaths, visit tourism facilities or travel along the existing road network. The potential for
significant effects will be assessed by WPD and reported within the Environmental
Statement. The extent to which visual effects upon tourists may dissuade them from
visiting the project area, and the consequential effects that this may have upon local
businesses will form part of the socio-economic assessment of the project which will also
be reported within the Environmental Statement. WPD will seek to minimise the potential
for effects upon tourists within Section C and elsewhere along the route by ensuring that
the siting of infrastructure is informed by landscape and visual considerations.

8.4.18 Consider the effects on landscape and views with particular reference to Gwili railway and the A485
15592

Two respondents raised concern for the
surrounding landscape and views,
stating a specific viewpoint which they
wish to see preserved. The viewpoints
included the Gwili railway and the A485.

The appropriateness of considering individual views of the infrastructure will be agreed with
statutory consultees as part of the EIA Scoping process. WPD is aware of the Gwili
Railway, its plans for expansion towards Carmarthen and its popularity as a tourist facility.
Whilst WPD has selected the option that is closest to the railway (C2) it does consider that
it will be possible to locate a line without creating significant visual effects upon users of the
railway.

8.4.19 Consider road safety, particularly accident black spots
15653

Respondents raised concerns regarding
the safety of local communities,
particularly children in relation to the
construction and operation of the
connection and with specific references
to accident blackspots at the junction of
Rhydargaeau Road and the A485, the
proximity of Peniel School to the access

WPD will assess the potential for construction traffic to have negative effects at accident
black spots once the access routes have been confirmed. Accident data will be obtained
from CCC which will be used to identify the locations to be considered. WPD’s initial view
is that the number of vehicles required to construct the connection will be too small in
number to lead to anything more than a negligible effect. WPD will take into account the
presence of school playing fields, recreation grounds and other locations used for public
recreation when identifying the precise route alignment.
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route, the presence of low flying aircraft
(operation) and the need to prevent
children from kite flying, pole climbing
and playing ball games.
8.4.20 Cumulative effects with wind farms and wind turbines
15597

Respondents made comments on the
impacts of the wind farms or other local
energy generation which are within or
can be seen from Section C.

Wind farms and wind turbines which are planned but not built will be considered as part of
the cumulative environmental assessment which WPD will undertake once the detailed
routing of the connection is known. In designing the route consideration will be given to the
potential for significant landscape effects arising from a combination of the Brechfa Forest
Connection and other planning infrastructure such that the potential for significant
cumulative effects should be low.

8.4.21 Avoid the settlement of Peniel
15578, Ten respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid populated
areas such as Peniel, often suggesting
that C2 be chosen for this reason
although other respondents express a
preference for C3 and cited the potential
proximity to the school, community
centre and chapel at Peniel.

WPD has selected C2 as its preferred route alignment corridor within this part of Section C
because it is considered to be technically and environmentally (in landscape and visual
terms) preferable to C3. C2 would be slightly further away from Peniel School and chapel
than C3.

8.4.22 Advice on the placing of the connection within the route alignment corridors
16205, One respondent suggested that between
15338 Rhydargaeau and Peniel C4/C2 the route
should be to the west of the A485, as far
away from residential properties and the
garage petrol station as possible, one
other respondent that the line should be
along the western edge of C4.

Having selected a combination of C2 and C4 WPD will commence the design of the route.
This will be influenced by environmental and technical considerations which will include
consideration of the need to minimise impacts upon communities where possible. The
presence of residential areas along the A485 and the appropriateness of placing the
connection in proximity to them will be considered.

8.4.23 Preference for undergrounding and avoidance of high ground
15351, Respondents requested that the
16162 connection be underground within

WPD has reviewed the environmental, technical and cost considerations of each option
within Section C and it has concluded that there are no concerns which are sufficiently
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specific section options, or within
particularly sensitive landscapes.
Reference was made to the high ground
between C2 and C3, and the benefits
therefore of undergrounding. Another
suggestion was that the footpath
alongside the A485 from Rhydargeau to
the hospital in Carmarthen would be an
ideal location to underground.

serious to warrant undergrounding in mitigation. WPD is aware of the presence of high
ground within the section but the alignment options were selected in order to facilitate a
choice of to provide options for suitable routing.

8.4.24 Use existing infrastructure
15345

Respondents suggested that wherever
possible existing infrastructure be used
for the connection referring to the
existing line from the Alltwalis Wind
Farm.

WPD has considered the availability of existing infrastructure in order to transmit electricity
from the proposed wind farms. The results of this consideration can be found within the
Strategic Route Options report. The conclusion reached was that the Alltwalis line does
not have the capacity to connect the wind farms to the national grid.

8.4.25 Avoid effects upon local communities and residents
15589

Respondents raised general concerns
regarding the impact on communities
and local residents citing in addition, the
presence of adapted bungalows at Bro
Saran, drivers using the A485.

WPD chose alignment options which balanced environmental and socio-economic
considerations with technical and cost. The resulting options were all considered to be
appropriate in principle for an overhead line. Impacts upon local communities resulting from
the final, chosen route will form part of the environmental impact assessment which will be
reported, in draft at Stage 3 Consultation.

8.4.26 Avoid effects upon local businesses including those involved in tourism
16063

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on local businesses and the local
economy, often highlighting the
importance of tourism to the area and
making specific references to Gwili
Pottery and a local fishing business.

WPD will seek to minimise the potential for effects to local businesses through the careful
siting of infrastructure which will be based upon an analysis of its likely landscape and
visual effects (amongst other technical and environmental considerations).

8.4.27 Avoid effects upon recreational activities
16050, Two respondents raised concern

It is understood that the riding area lies to the east of the A485 and consists of open and
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16197, regarding the impact of the connection
15333 on recreational activities, one additional
respondent highlighted a horse training
and riding area in C1.

enclosed training/riding areas. WPD will consider the possibility for potentially significant
effects to arise on this recreational activity when selecting the chosen route through C1 to
C2. Any potentially significant effects will be reported within the draft ES which will
accompany the Stage 3 Consultation.

8.4.28 Avoid impacts on property prices with specific reference to Peniel
15342

Respondents raised concern for the
potential impact of the connection upon
the saleability and value of properties or
land, including reference to the village of
Peniel.

An overhead connection is unlikely, in the opinion of WPD, to affect property prices or the
financial value of businesses. However socio-economic effects along the whole of the
route will be assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement to accompany the
application.

8.4.29 Avoid roads and visibility from roads
15903

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid roads, and
areas visible from roads particularly the
A485 and B4301.

The route alignment corridor options chosen for consultation at Stage 2 tend to pass
alongside the A485 rather than pass along it. WPD does however recognise that areas of
the route will be visible from both the A485 and B4301. However WPD is of the opinion
that topographical variation and screening by trees and hedges will provide opportunities to
mitigate views from these roads. Ultimately the final route will be informed by landscape
and visual considerations (in addition to other matters) and the likelihood for effects will be
assessed and presented within the draft Environmental Statement which will accompany
the Stage 3 Consultation.

8.5 Section D
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.5.1 Impact of construction on existing infrastructure
15741

Several respondents raised concern
over the impact of construction on
existing infrastructure such as a
telecommunication mast, private water
and sewerage facilities and a wind farm
construction access track.

WPD identified the presence of existing infrastructure when it considered the
appropriateness of the alignment options. Additional information has been received from
consultees during the first two stages of the consultation process and this has been used to
inform the selection of the preferred alignment and will be taken into account when
identifying the final alignment.
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WPD will ensure that all relevant policy and guidance issued by the owners/operators of
existing infrastructure is followed during the design and construction phases of this project.
8.5.2 Road unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles
15815

One respondent raised concern over a
WPD is grateful to the respondent for highlighting their concern regarding Llwynwalter
particular road, Llwynwalter Road, which Road and this information will be taken into account when developing our traffic
would be unsuitable for heavy goods
management plan which will be submitted as part of our DCO application.
vehicles.
8.5.3 Environmentally sensitive locations

16039

One respondent raised concern for the
environmentally sensitive locations on
their land which has already been
affected by wind farm development.

WPD has already carried out extensive environmental surveys within the corridors and will
continue to do so to help identify a final alignment. The presence of particularly sensitive
locations has been an influencing factor in the selection of the corridors, the alignment
options and in the choice of the preferred alignment.
Surveys for species that may be particularly sensitive to the type of infrastructure proposed
for the connection have already started and will continue until the detailed design is
completed. The presence or absence of important habitats and species will therefore be
used to inform the design of the final alignment. An ecological and ornithological
assessment of the final alignment will be presented within the Environmental Statement,
which accompanies the DCO application, and this will set out the likelihood of significant
effects arising and appropriate mitigation.

8.5.4 Concern for mature hedge, forest, ancient woodland and felling
15847

Several respondents raised concern for
areas of mature hedge, forest and
ancient woodland, or suggest that tree
felling should be minimised.

WPD obtained data showing the location of all registered ancient woodlands early in the
corridor selection process and this information informed the selection of the route
alignment options with the intention to avoid wherever possible. In designing the actual
alignment of the poles and cables WPD will also seek to avoid wherever possible existing
mature hedgerows and trees. Where it is not possible to do this, they will be surveyed to
assess their ecological value and works to them minimised.

8.5.5 Concern that future generations would not be able to enjoy the environment
15619, Several respondents raised concern that
16141 their children, or future generations
would not be able to enjoy the

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not reduce the
ability of future generations to enjoy the environment providing it is appropriately sited. The
design evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure
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environment in the same way as past
generations.

that the most appropriate route is chosen.

8.5.6 Cumulative impact of infrastructure
15424, Several respondents raised concern that
15807 the cumulative impact on the landscape
of the new connection in combination
with the wind farm developments or
other existing infrastructure would be
too great.

WPD is aware of the potential for cumulative landscape and visual effects arising from the
project because of the combination with existing and proposed development. The
avoidance of ‘wirescapes’ is identified as something to avoid by the Holford Rules, which
have themselves been a key influence in the methodology employed by WPD in the
selection of the preferred corridors and the preferred alignments. A cumulative impact
assessment of the project will be undertaken. The methodology will be set out within the
scoping report which will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate in summer 2014 and it
will be reported within the Environmental Statement that will accompany the DCO
application.

8.5.7 Cumulative effect of noise combined with wind farm noise
16111

Several respondents raised general
concerns for the levels of noise caused
by the connection in combination with
noise from the wind farm.

The issue of noise will be considered within the environmental statement and this will
include for the consideration of potential cumulative effects with the proposed and
operational wind farms.

8.5.8 Impacts of existing and proposed wind farms
15508, Several respondents made comments
15829 on the impacts of both the existing and
proposed wind farms.

The acceptability or otherwise of the proposed wind farms and their impacts falls outside
WPD’s remit and has been considered by the county council, the Planning Inspectorate
and Welsh Government.

8.5.9 Connection should avoid roads and areas visible from roads
15441, Two respondents suggest that the
16169 connection should avoid roads and
areas visible from roads.

One of the landscape and visual considerations used to determine the appropriateness of
the alignment corridor options is the extent to which the connection would be seen been
receptors, including road users. Consideration of this and other factors has led to the
selection of the preferred route alignment corridor.

8.5.10 Specific alignments suggested through D1
16170

Two respondents suggested specific
alignments within the alignment
corridors.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for highlighting their concerns regarding the route
through D1 and the comments and suggestions will be taken into account when
determining the final alignment.
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8.5.11 General preference for entire section or sub-section to be underground
15736

Numerous respondents expressed a
general preference for undergrounding,
or suggest that the entire section or subsection be underground.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was considered appropriate where ‘serious’
concerns were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
relating to any option within Section D.

8.5.12 Undergrounding requested within D1
16215

One respondent requested that the
connection be underground within D1.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was consider appropriate where ‘serious’
concerns were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
relating to any option within Section D.

8.5.13 Impact on communities and local residents in Section D
15528, Several respondents raised general
15835 concern regarding the impact on
communities and local residents.

The potential environmental effects arising from the construction and operation of an
overhead line on communities and local residents was one of the factors influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment.

8.5.14 Impact on agricultural land and food production
16054, Several respondents raised concern
15738 over the impact of the connection on
agricultural land and food production.

The construction of an overhead line across a landholding can be undertaken in a matter of
days and should not unduly affect agricultural activities whilst the access route to the pole
locations can be designed such that crops can be avoided in most cases. During operation
agricultural activities can take place in close proximity to the poles and as a consequence
food production should not be significantly affected.

8.5.15 Children or future generations adversely affected by socio-economic impacts
15525, Respondents raise concern that socio15755 economic impacts, such as those on
property prices or family businesses will
adversely impact upon their children or
future generations.

The potential for socio-economic impacts arising from the development will be considered
and reported within the Environmental Statement. The scope of the assessment will be
agreed with the Planning Inspectorate, which will be informed by consultee comments.

8.5.16 Impact on access to public rights of way and views from them
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16184, One respondent raised concern over the
15417 impact of the connection on public
rights of way in terms of access and the
views from them.

Due to the nature of construction activities it should not be necessary to close public
footpaths. Views of the connection by user of footpaths have been taken into account and
have informed the consideration of landscape and visual effects which will influence the
route through D1 and D3.

8.6 Section E
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.6.1 Information provided biased in favour of overhead connection
15368

Several respondents suggested that
information provided by WPD was
biased in favour of an overhead
connection or ask why E9 is not
mentioned on the response form.

WPD is obliged to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical connection and WPD
will therefore look to use overhead lines to make the connection for the majority of the
route. During Stage 2 Consultation all materials were presented with this in mind and WPD
has been very clear that it would only consider undergrounding parts of the route following
this stage of consultation.
WPD accepts that in Section E there were nine options and option E9 was not referenced
in the text in Section E of the feedback form. This was an editorial error and WPD does not
believe this error has affected respondents’ opportunity to comment or provide feedback.

8.6.2 Impact of construction on existing infrastructure
15799

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as
telecommunication services, power lines
and private water pipes.

WPD identified the presence of existing infrastructure when it considered the
appropriateness of the alignment options. Additional information has been received from
consultees during the first two stages of the consultation process and this has been used to
inform the selection of the preferred alignment and will be taken into account when
identifying the final alignment.
WPD will ensure that all relevant policy and guidance issued by the owners/operators of
existing infrastructure is followed during the design and construction phases of this project.

8.6.3 Road unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles
15723

Respondents raised concern over
particular roads which would be

WPD is grateful to the respondent for highlighting their concern regarding the roads around
Abergorlech and this information will be taken into account when developing our traffic
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unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles,
particularly E3 and around the village of
Abergorlech in E7.

management plan which will be submitted as part of our DCO application.

8.6.4 Preference for wooden poles over steel structures
15948

One respondent made comments on
their preference for wooden poles over
steel structures, suggesting that E9
should be disregarded for this reason.

The topography of option E9 and the potential need to use steel gantry towers was one of
the factors which help determine the preferred alignment through Section E. Option E9
has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment and as such the use of
steel gantry towers within E9 requires no further consideration.

8.6.5 Water-logged land unsuitable for heavy machinery
15797

Several respondents highlighted areas
of land which are or can become waterlogged and are unsuitable for heavy
machinery, in particular options E4, E6,
E8 and E9.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for highlighting their concern regarding water-logged
land in options E4, E6 and E8. This information will be taken into account in the design of
the final alignment.
Option E9 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment and as such
the issue of water-logged and unsuitable ground within E9 requires no further
consideration.

8.6.6 Steep hill sides in E3 and E9
15897

Several respondents raised concern
regarding the construction of the
connection on steep hill sides, from a
safety and access perspective,
specifically in E3 and E9.

Options E3 and E9 have not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment
and as such the issues of safety and access on steep hill sides within E3 and E9 requires
no further consideration.

8.6.7 Bat surveys
15785

One respondent recommended that a
bat survey is carried out.

The potential for ecological impacts, including effects upon protected species such as bats
were one of the key determining factors to influence the selection of the preferred
alignment corridor. Initial ecological surveys sought to identify areas within each of the
route alignment options that had a potential for particularly sensitive ecology. Having
selected the preferred alignment corridor detailed ecological surveys will take place to
identify the presence and abundance of species such as bats and the results of which will
inform the final routing and design of the connection.
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8.6.8 Archaeological sites in E5 and E6
15938

One respondent raised concern for
archaeological sites in E5 and E6.

The potential for archaeology to be affected has informed the selection of the preferred
route alignment. Subsequent design of the OHL and undergrounded sections will also be
informed by archaeological considerations. Any potential for resulting effects will be
identified and addressed within the Environmental Statement.

8.6.9 Local heritage
15757

One respondent raised concern that
local heritage would be disrupted.

In tandem with the issue of archaeology, the potential for local heritage to be affected has
informed the selection of the preferred route alignment. Subsequent design of the
overhead and underground sections will also be informed by local heritage considerations.
Any potential for resulting effects will be identified and addressed within the Environmental
Statement.

8.6.10 Listed buildings and bridges
15781

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on listed buildings and bridges
with particular reference to Pont Cothi
bridge and Maes Y Bidiau.

WPD is aware of the historic importance of both structures and this has influence both the
choice of infrastructure (underground or overhead) and the choice of alignment within
these areas. The potential for effects upon the structures will be assessed and reported
within the Environmental Statement with mitigation proposed, if appropriate.

8.6.11 Impact on water courses and private water supplies
15378

Several respondents raised concern of
the connection on groundwater and
water courses, with some highlighting
reliance on this source for domestic
supply.

The presence and sensitivity of hydrological features has informed WPD’s selection of the
preferred route alignment.
WPD will ensure that all relevant agreed policy and guidance regarding construction within,
or close to, watercourses is followed. The type of infrastructure proposed is such that it is
unlikely to give rise to significant impacts upon water supplies. However, WPD is aware of
this as an issue and the location of private water supplies has been recorded and we will
carry out full hydrology surveys to ensure that private water supplies are not significantly
affected.

8.6.12 E3 would have the less impact on the Cothi valley SLA
15778

One respondent suggested that E3
would have the less impact on the Cothi
valley SLA.

WPD is aware of the sensitivities surrounding the Cothi Valley and in selecting a route
through Section E, the presence of the Special Landscape Area (SLA) was a key
consideration. Option E3 was not selected as part of the preferred alignment as it was felt
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that on balance a route through E4 and E5 would have less of an impact on the SLA.
8.6.13 Avoid designated sites, particularly the Cothi Valley SLA and the Abergorlech conservation area
15362

Numerous respondents expressed
concern, or suggested that the
connection should aim to avoid
designated sites and sensitive areas,
particularly the Cothi Valley SLA and the
Abergorlech conservation area.

WPD is aware of the sensitivities surrounding the Cothi Valley and in selecting a route
through Section E, the presence of the Special Landscape Area (SLA) and a conservation
area were key considerations. The preferred alignment was selected as it was felt that on
balance it had the least impact on those important areas although WPD acknowledges that
care will need to be taken in determining the final design.

8.6.14 Concern for areas of forest and ancient woodland
15614

Numerous respondents raised concern
for areas of forest and ancient
woodland, or suggest that tree felling
should be minimised.

The presence of forest and ancient woodland was mapped by WPD at an early stage in the
evolution of the route alignment corridor options. Wherever possible WPD sought to avoid
such areas.
Whilst WPD will seek to avoid then minimise construction within sensitive habitats, it is
considered that the installation of wooden poles will not have a significant effect upon
habitat.
WPD will seek to minimise the need for tree felling and where the connection may have the
potential to effect trees, they will be surveyed by a suitably qualified person and
recommendations as to the need to fell or prune taken into consideration.

8.6.15 Concern that future generations would not be able to enjoy the environment in E7
15929

One respondent raised concern that
their children, or future generations
would not be able to enjoy the
environment in the same way as past
generations, with particular reference to
option E7.

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not reduce the
ability of future generations to enjoy the environment providing it is appropriately sited. The
design evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure
that the most appropriate route is chosen.

8.6.16 Cumulative impact of infrastructure
15765

Several respondents raised concern that
the cumulative impact on the landscape

WPD is aware of the potential for cumulative landscape and visual effects arising from the
project because of the combination with existing and proposed development. The
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of the new connection in combination
with the wind farm developments or
other existing infrastructure would be
too great.

avoidance of ‘wirescapes’ is identified as something to avoid by the Holford Rules, which
have themselves been a key influence in the methodology employed by WPD in the
selection of the preferred corridors and the preferred alignments. A cumulative impact
assessment of the project will be undertaken. The methodology will be set out within the
Scoping Report which will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate in summer 2014 and it
will be reported within the Environmental Statement that will accompany the DCO
application.

8.6.17 Preference for a specific option, E9
15377

Several respondents highlight specific
options which they believe will have the
least impact on the landscape, in
particular option E9.

WPD has assessed all of the alignment options in Section E and has concluded that the
selected alignment through E1, E2, E4, E5, E6 and E8 is, on balance, the most appropriate
route both in environmental terms and from a technical point of view.

8.6.18 Concern for the surrounding landscape and views
15389

Numerous respondents raised general
concern for the surrounding landscape
and views.

The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape is a consideration which
was used to help WPD choose the alignment options and the preferred alignment. WPD
will also consider the effect on visual landscape in the design of the final alignment.

8.6.19 Impact on views from Abergorlech
15357, Two respondents raised concern for the
16209 impact of an overhead route on views
from Abergorlech.

The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape and views from Abergorlech
were a consideration in the identification of the alignment options and the selection of the
preferred alignment. WPD will also consider the effect on views from Abergorlech in the
design of the final alignment.

8.6.20 Suggestion to hide wires and wooden posts in valleys
15413, Two respondents suggested that the
15792 connection be 'hidden' or placed in lowlying areas to minimise visual impact.

WPD note that good design, particularly as described within the Holford Rules suggests
that the installation of a route over high ground should be avoided.

8.6.21 E3 is in breach of the Holford Rules
15721

One respondent suggested that E3 is in
breach of the Holford Rules due to the
change in direction.

In selecting the preferred route alignment corridor WPD has sought to minimise conflicts
with the Holford Rules. Option E3 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred
route alignment and therefore the issue of a sharp change in direction requires no further
consideration.
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8.6.22 E9 difficult terrain and original route to Swansea North Substation
15950

One respondent questioned why E9 has
been included as an option if it is
considered difficult terrain and also why
the original direct route to Swansea
North Substation was not included.

WPD presented all appropriate options as part of Stage 2 Consultation and although there
are technical challenges associated with Option E9 it would still be possible for WPD to
build an overhead line through that alignment corridor. Option E9 has not been taken
forward as part of the preferred alignment so requires no further consideration.
With regard to the original direct route to Swansea North Substation, in autumn 2011 an
indicative route option for a connection from the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm to
Swansea North Substation was provided by WPD as part of RWE npower renewables
Limited’s application for a development consent order. This route was only indicative and
was not included in WPD’s proposal development process.

8.6.23 Suggested E9 would avoid populated areas
15788

Several respondents suggested that the
connection should avoid populated
areas, often suggesting that E9 be
chosen for this reason.

In identifying the route alignment option through Section E, WPD sought to balance a
desire to avoid populated areas with one that would minimise the potential for harm to the
environment and reduce technical challenges. An alignment through E1, E2, E4, E5, E6
and E8 was considered to best meet this balance.

8.6.24 Route should go through NRW land or forestry
15801

Several respondents suggested that the
connection should be made through
NRW land, or forestry, to minimise the
impact on local communities.

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not result in
significant impact on local communities providing it is appropriately sited. The design
evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure that the
most appropriate route is chosen. WPD has reviewed the overall impacts associated with
the options in Section E and has selected a route through E1, E2, E4, E5, E6 and E8 to
take forward to detailed design.

8.6.25 Specific alignment suggestions
15374, Several respondents suggested specific
16140 alignments within the alignment
corridors.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for highlighting their concerns and suggesting specific
alignments within Section E. Their comments and suggestions will be taken into account
when determining the final alignment.

8.6.26 Support for undergrounding in Section E
15600

Numerous respondents expressed

WPD has undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the route
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general support for undergrounding, or
suggest that the entire section or subsection be underground.

alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred alignment
route corridor. Undergrounding was considered appropriate where ‘serious concerns’ were
identified.
The review concluded that within the preferred route, options E5 and E8 contained ‘serious
concerns’. As a consequence, WPD propose to underground parts of E5 and E8 through
Section E.

8.6.27 Undergrounding justified within Cothi Valley SLA
15369

Several respondents suggested that
undergrounding is justified within the
Cothi Valley SLA.

WPD agrees with the suggestion from some respondents that it would be justified to
underground the connection through certain parts of the Cothi Valley Special Landscape
Area. Within the preferred route, WPD propose to underground parts of E5 and E8 through
Section E.

8.6.28 Impact on communities and local residents in Section E
15731

Several respondents raised general
concern regarding the impact on
communities and local residents.

The potential environmental effects arising from the construction and operation of an
overhead line on communities and local residents was one of the factors influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment.

8.6.29 Cumulative impacts of multiple infrastructure projects
15367

One respondent raised concern over the
cumulative impacts of multiple
infrastructure projects on local
communities in option E8, particularly
wind farms.

It is accepted that Section E has views of both existing and proposed wind farms.
In selecting the preferred route alignment corridor, WPD has sought to minimise the
potential for convergence, in line with the Holford Rules. When siting the line through
Section E the presence of existing infrastructure will continue to be taken into account.
Any visual effects arising from the presence of existing and proposed wind farms upon the
local community will be assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement.

8.6.30 Adverse effect on tourism
15506, Several respondents raised concern that
15372 the connection will have an adverse
effect on local businesses and the local
economy, often highlighting the
importance of tourism to the area.

Appropriate siting of the Brechfa Forest Connection through Section E should ensure that
direct significant effects (arising from construction or operation) to local businesses are
avoided. Indirect effects, often as a result of visual or landscape effects, upon tourism will
be considered and WPD is of the opinion that careful siting of infrastructure should mitigate
the potential for significant effects. The DCO application will be accompanied by an
Environmental Statement which will include an assessment of the socio-economic effects
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of the project.
8.6.31 Impact on access to public rights of way and views from them
15730

Several respondents raised concern
over the impact of the connection on
public rights of way in terms of access
and the views from them.

Due to the nature of construction activities it should not be necessary to close public
footpaths. Views of the connection by users of footpaths have been taken into account and
have informed the consideration of landscape and visual effects which have influenced the
choice of option within Section E.

8.6.32 Avoid impacts on fishing, particularly along the river Cothi
15916, Several respondents raised concerns
16047 about the impact of overhead lines on
fishing, from a tourism or safety
perspective, particularly along the river
Cothi.

WPD has consulted with fishing clubs during Stage 1 and Stage 2 Consultation in order to
understand where fishing takes place within Section E. The alignment and width of the
options chosen was considered by WPD to provide sufficient flexibility to ensure that
fishing activities would not be compromised by a proposed overhead line. As the design of
the route progresses the potential for impact upon fishing activities will be taken into
account.

8.6.33 Least impact on tourism in E9
15791

Two respondents suggested option E9
would have less impact on tourism.

WPD accepts that option E9 may have less impact on tourism but, having assessed all of
the alignment options in Section E, it has concluded that the selected alignment, which
does not include E9, is the most appropriate route to take forward to detailed design in
environmental and socio-economic terms and from a technical point of view.
Any indirect effects upon tourism, arising from construction or operation, will be considered
as part of the detailed design. The DCO application will be accompanied by an
Environmental Statement which will include an assessment of the socio-economic effects
of the project.

8.6.34 Views from Mynydd Llanllwni
15745

One respondent raised concern for the
views from Mynydd Llanllwni if E9 is
selected.

The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape is a consideration which
was used to help WPD choose the alignment options and the preferred alignment. Option
E9 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment and as such the
impact on views from Mynydd Llanllwni requires no further consideration.

120

8.7 Alignment options
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.7.1 Alternative alignment options in Sections D and E
15353, Respondents suggested an alternative
16161, alignment, not presented in the stage 2
15540 consultation which included the
revisiting of the previously dismissed
alternative of an alignment west of
Carmarthen, one to underground
through Brechfa Forest, to overhead
then connect to D3- D1 and a
combination of D8- D6- D5, together with
one suggesting alternatives to the
Section E corridor options.

WPD has previously considered the appropriateness of a connection running north from
Llandyfaelog and west around Carmarthen and of connecting Bryn Llywelyn underground
through the forest to D3-D1. These were not taken forward for the reasons set out within
the Route Corridor Selection report at Stage 1 Consultation. The combination of D8-D6-D5
and alternatives to Section E corridor options have been discounted as a connection to
Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm is no longer required.

8.7.2 Alternative options to avoid recreation land in Section B
15714

Respondents suggested localised
amendments to the route alternative
options, not presented in the stage 2
consultation to allow the connection to
follow areas of forest or to avoid
recreation land within Section B.

WPD has reviewed the changes suggested which are concerned more with the subsequent
siting of poles. As such WPD will assess their appropriateness should the relevant
alignment option be selected.

8.7.3 WPD should show more sensitivity in selection alignment options
16164

A respondent suggested that WPD
should have shown more sensitivity
when selecting the alignment options.

WPD has sought to avoid areas of sensitivity from the outset of the project. The
methodology employed sought to identify and avoided areas designated as nationally
sensitive, such as National Parks, AONBs and as the project has evolved different
sensitivities have been factored in and avoided wherever possible. This process of
avoiding sensitive features will continue and will inform both the selection of the preferred
route alignment corridor and the placing of infrastructure within that corridor.
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8.8 Routeing and design
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.8.1 Preference for wooden poles
15805

Respondents made comments on their
preference for wooden poles over steel
structures, or raised concern about the
height of wooden poles.

The decision to use single and twin wooden poles is an engineering led decision
confirmed in the Strategic Optioneering Report (SOR). The total combined capacity of the
three proposed wind farms is 120MW and if exported at 132kV this can be done using a
three-phase single circuit connection built on wooden poles using a 200mm conductor
(overhead wire.)
The height of the single and twin wooden poles will be determined through a surveying
and line design process. The pole heights will be on average 15 metres in height but
range up to a maximum of 20 metres but these are rare.

8.8.2 Impact of weather on poles
15615, Respondents raised concerns over the
16075 impacts of weather on poles, particularly
high winds.

Overhead lines on wooden poles are designed to withstand extreme weather conditions
and have an excellent reliability record. Extreme weather conditions in the UK that might
affect our power lines include wind and ice. WPD has an excellent record for rapid
restoration in the rare event that extreme weather causes a fault on the overhead line.

8.8.3 Connection to be ‘hidden’ to minimise visual impact
15839

Respondents suggested that the
connection be 'hidden' or placed within
wooded areas to minimise visual impact.

The alignment of the overhead line must be suitable in engineering terms first and
foremost. In designing the route alignment a considerable amount of time has been spent
considering the landscape setting and mitigation through design has featured significantly
in the decision making process, including reference to the Holford Rules. Landscape and
visual considerations must be balanced together with other important environmental
considerations including ecology whereby the preservation of woodland, in particular
ancient and semi-ancient woodland, has been deliberately avoided due to its high
ecological value. WPD does recognise that there is a potential to screen the line with
existing vegetation and opportunities to use wooded areas in this way, potentially as a
backdrop, will be considered.

8.8.4 Buffer zones
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15557,
16074,
15674,
15713,
16003

Respondents questioned why a buffer
zone of 60m is applied to rural
properties, compared to 100m for urban
properties.

There are no restrictions in the UK on how close to existing homes a power line can be,
provided the exposure guidelines are complied with. The Government looked at
introducing such restrictions and decided they would be disproportionate.
WPD adopted a project standard to assist the design process when selecting the initial
route for an overhead line. This stated that near major areas of settlement, WPD will
adopt a minimum buffer of 60m from properties or buildings, and try to achieve a more
desirable distance of 100m wherever possible.
WPD understands that the standard could be perceived to favour properties in urban
areas and has decided, as a result of consultation responses, to apply a 60 metre standoff for all properties in both rural and urban areas.
Outside of the major areas of settlement, it may be necessary on occasion to route the
line closer than 60m to homes or buildings as a result of other site based
constraints. Such occurrences will be reviewed individually as part of the detailed drafting
of the route alignment stage.

8.8.5 Use shortest or most direct route
15448, Respondents suggested that WPD
15851, should use the shortest or most direct
15677, route for the connection.
15649

The Brechfa Forest Connection is a nationally significant infrastructure project. It will be
determined by the Secretary of State in accordance with the provisions of The Planning
Act 2008 and primarily against national planning policy as set out within EN-5 National
Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure. The principal considerations
relative to the selection of the route alignment are engineering, environment and socioeconomic, including human factors and public consultation. When these factors are
properly taken into account, in the context of this project, it has been determined that the
most direct route would not be suitable and would not be consented. The final route
alignment will be the shortest route that has regard to all of the above factors.

8.8.6 Connection should be economical through using the most direct route
15726

Respondents suggested that the
connection should be economical,
through using the most direct route.

WPD is required, through its regulatory obligations, to provide the most economical
connection to the wind farm developers but it must be capable of being consented and, as
a result of the environmental studies undertaken to date, it will not be the most direct route
available.
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8.8.7 Use shortest route to reduce construction and maintenance costs
15724, Respondents suggested that the
15578 shortest route should be taken to reduce
construction and/or maintenance costs
and that this may make an underground
connection more economic.

It is not possible to construct an underground cable in a direct line to connect the wind
farms due to the potential for environmental impacts associated with underground cable.
The average cost for building an overhead line would be £150,000 per km and for an
underground cable it would be £986,000 per km. The cost differential would not make it
more economical to construct a route entirely underground as evidenced in the Lifetime
Costs Report, January 2014.

8.8.8 Avoid roads
15921

Respondents suggested that the
connection should avoid roads.

It is not possible to construct a connection to export electricity from the three proposed
wind farms without crossing roads. The preferred route alignment will avoid direct contact
with the highway where it crosses overhead. Sections of the preferred route alignment
will utilise the verge and the highway itself for sections of underground cable. WPD has
undertaken consultation with the relevant highway authorities about their proposals.

8.8.9 Use existing connection corridors
15617, Respondents suggested that existing
15872 connection corridors are used for the
connection.

The nearest point of connection for the proposed wind farms to the existing WPD network
is at Llandyfaelog. Whilst there is existing network closer it does not have the capacity to
take the capacity of electricity generated by the proposed wind farms. This is reviewed in
detail in the Strategic Optioneering Report, which confirms that a new 132,000 volt
(132kV) connection to our network at Llandyfaelog is needed.

8.8.10 Follow hedgerows and avoid fields
15924

Respondents suggested that the
connection should follow hedgerows
and avoid fields as much as possible.

The preferred alignment is predominantly in fields and this is unavoidable. WPD is
sensitive to the needs of land owners and has considerable experience derived from
operating and developing its existing overhead network. Whilst the alignment of the
preferred route will be determined by engineering and environmental requirements WPD
will work closely with landowners when determining pole locations and where technically
and environmentally appropriate locations on the edge of fields will be chosen.

8.8.11 More information on what happens after 25 years
15465

Respondents requested more
information on what happens to the
connection after 25 years.

At the end of the 25 year operational life of the proposed wind farms, if no further planning
permission is sought by the wind farm operators, we would review our network
requirements for the area to determine whether there was a need to keep the connection.
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We would normally expect a new connection to be permanent but if, in the future, it is
decided it should be decommissioned then details of this process will be included in our
Environmental Statement which will be submitted with our DCO application in late 2014.
8.8.12 Sustainability of wood poles
15465

Respondents requested more
information on the sustainability of the
timber used in wooden poles.

All of the poles used by WPD are Forestry Stewardship Certified (FSC) and come from
sustainable commercial plantations in Scandinavia. The FSC standard ensures
traceability of each individual pole and is an internationally recognised standard.

8.8.13 Specific siting of the connection
15461, Respondents requested more
16222 information on the specific siting of the
connection within the alignment
corridor.

The preferred alignment corridor has been selected. The next stage in designing the
route is to undertake a detailed survey which will identify the specific siting of the wooden
poles.

8.8.14 Connection should be economical
15571

Respondents suggested that the
connection should be economical, either
through using the most direct route,
utilising existing infrastructure or
minimising undergrounding.

The preferred alignment corridor is the most economic connection corridor available. It
utilises existing WPD network where available and has provided carefully considered
justification for the use of underground cabling.

8.8.15 Metal lattice towers
15489

Respondents raised concerns over the
use of metal lattice towers.

The overhead line proposed within the preferred alignment corridor will not use steel
lattice towers in the new build sections. The existing WPD network that will be used is on
existing steel lattice towers.

8.8.16 Existing H poles close together
15612

Respondents raised concern that
existing H poles are very close together,
further impacting the landscape.

The typical span or distance between the 132kV wood poles would be around 100-120m.
However, spans can be longer than this between wood poles and, if the poles are made
taller, the span can be further increased. The maximum span between poles is 180m.

8.8.17 Overhead connections more susceptible to disruption
15504, Respondents raised concern that
15899 overhead connections may be more

Overhead lines on wooden poles are designed to withstand extreme weather conditions
and have an excellent reliability record. Extreme weather conditions in the UK that might
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susceptible to disruption.

affect our power lines include wind and ice. WPD has an excellent record for supply
security and reinstating overhead lines is significantly quicker than restoring faults on
132kV underground cables.
The proposed Brechfa Forest Connection is solely designed for exporting electricity
generated at the wind farms to the Swansea North Substation. It is not part of the local
distribution network and therefore if the line were to be damaged it would not, in itself,
affect customer supplies or cause power cuts.

8.8.18 Holford Rules and converging lines
16246

Respondents highlight the Holford Rules Our environmental consultants, RSK, have carried out a detailed and comprehensive
in regard to converging lines, and
assessment of the area to identify the preferred route and the Holford Rules have been
topography.
fully considered in this process. This has included having regard to topography and an
assessment of the wire scape in different areas. Where the overhead line diverges south
of Alltwalis on the Bryn Llywelyn tee-off this has been assessed as appropriate for that
location.
8.8.19 Opposition to overhead lines

15425

Respondents make general comments in Overhead lines are a well-established and proven form of engineering for distributing
opposition to overhead lines, regardless electricity and they constitute a significant proportion of the WPD network in South Wales.
of the route chosen.
The Strategic Optioneering Report has identified that the Brechfa Forest Connection can
be constructed using a wooden pole overhead line.
8.8.20 Use existing infrastructure for connection

15550

Respondents suggested that wherever
possible existing infrastructure should
be used for the connection, or that
further investigation into this possibility
is carried out.

The nearest point of connection for the proposed wind farms to the existing WPD network
is at Llandyfaelog. Whilst there is existing network closer it does not have the capacity to
take the capacity of electricity generated by the proposed wind farms. This is reviewed in
detail in the Strategic Optioneering Report, which confirms that a new 132kV connection
to our network at Llandyfaelog is needed.

8.8.21 Posts could be hidden
16165

One respondent suggested that the
posts could be hidden but provided no
explanation of how this could be
achieved.

The design of the preferred route alignment will seek to mitigate the visual impact of the
wooden poles through design and routing decisions that utilise natural geographical and
ecological features. The average height of the poles will be 15 metres and it is not
possible to “hide” each individual pole.
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8.8.22 More information on impact assessments
15339

Respondents requested more
information on impact assessments and
suggested that an understanding of
impacts may indicate that a mixed
approach to undergrounding/overhead
would be appropriate.

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is an important process to determine the likely
effects of a project on the environment. WPD is committed to minimising, as far as is
practicable, the impact of its proposals on the environment and communities. A key
function of an EIA is to collect environmental information which helps shape the design of
the scheme so that environmental effects are minimised. The findings of the EIA will be
presented in an Environmental Statement that will accompany WPD’s Development
Consent Order application to the Planning Inspectorate.

8.9 Engineering, design and construction
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.9.1 Dust and noise caused by construction
15909, Respondents raised concern over the
15641, levels of dust and noise caused by
construction.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position. Work will be
confined to assembling the equipment on the ground before erecting them into an
excavated trench of approximately 3 metres in width. Some poles may require additional
excavation to anchor stay wires. Each pole location will require access for a tracked
mechanical digger and 4x4 vehicles and vans for the construction crews. The levels of
dust and noise are minimal and will be short-term. The impact of the construction activity
will be examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.2 Impact of construction on local traffic
15442, Respondents raised concern over the
15910 impact of construction on local traffic.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position. Vehicle
movements will be restricted to the construction crews’ arrival and departure on any given
day. Deliveries to the pole positions will be of poles and materials to string the overhead
wires and these will be made by flatbed lorries. The impact of the construction activity and
traffic movements will be examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.3 Upgrades to road network
16225

Respondents suggest upgrades to the
road network to mitigate against traffic

The level of traffic generated by the construction of the overhead line will not be of a
sufficient magnitude to require or justify upgrades to the road network. The traffic impacts
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impacts.

will be negligible. To ensure that this is the case the impact of the construction activity and
traffic movements will be examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.4 Construction on steep hill sides
16240, Respondents raised concern regarding
15834 the construction of the connection on
steep hill sides, from a safety and
access perspective.

There are limits to the level of gradient that an overhead line can be constructed on. These
levels vary according to the pole position or type. In undertaking a detailed survey and
modelling of the proposed route alignment factors including safety, accessibility, access for
construction and suitability for future maintenance are important factors that the designers
must have regard to.

8.9.5 Noise from construction or operation
15432,
15808,
15365,
15539

Respondents raised general concerns
for the levels of noise caused by
construction or operation of the
connection.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position. Work will be
confined to assembling the equipment on the ground before erecting them into an
excavated trench of approximately 3 metres in width. Some poles may require additional
excavation to anchor stay wires. Each pole location will require access for a tracked
mechanical digger and 4x4 vehicles and vans for the construction crews. The levels of
noise are minimal and will be short-term. The impact of the construction activity will be
examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.6 Impact of construction on local traffic and road surfaces
15793

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on local traffic
and on road surfaces.

The level of traffic generated by the construction of the overhead line will not be of a
sufficient level to cause specific adverse impacts to the surfaces of the road network. The
traffic impacts will be negligible. To ensure that this is the case the impact of the
construction activity and traffic movements will be examined in the Environmental Impact
Assessment.

8.9.7 Impact of flooding on construction and operation
15786

Respondents raised concern over
flooding, and its impact on the
construction and operation of the
connection.

Flooding impacts have been carefully reviewed in the selection of the preferred route
alignment corridor and have been an important factor throughout the decision making
process. The impact on hydrology will be examined in the Environmental Impact
Assessment.

8.9.8 More information on tree felling and maintenance
16183

Respondents requested more

WPD undertakes an ongoing programme of tree cutting across the whole of its network

128

information on tree felling and
maintenance.

and each line is normally reviewed on a five year rotation. The purpose of tree cutting is to
ensure resilience of the overhead network and reduce the impact of trees causing outages
or power cuts, particularly in storm conditions. Tree felling is undertaken by approved
arboricultural contractors.

8.9.10 Impact on public rights of way
15418

Respondents request more information
of construction on public rights of way,
and tree felling.

The erection of wooden poles would not normally impact on public rights of way. Where
this would be unavoidable then temporary diversions would be arranged around a
designated construction area. Such diversions would be temporary and minor in their
impact.

8.9.11 Impact of construction on existing infrastructure
15507

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as rail lines and
bridges, and existing overhead power
lines, suggesting this would need
consent.

The preferred route alignment corridor does not cross any railway lines and does not
propose using any existing bridge structures, although this may be required for engineering
reasons as the detailed design work continues. If a bridge is need for an underground
cable crossing and it is structurally suitable then WPD will reach agreement with the
highway authority or land owner on the method of construction before commencing any
works.
There are no special permissions required for crossing existing overhead power lines and,
with the exception of the National Grid 400kV circuits near Llandyfaelog, all of the
overhead lines are part of the WPD network. WPD will enter into a crossing agreement
with National Grid, which is standard practice when WPD cross one of their lines.

8.9.12 Cumulative impact of wind farm developments on traffic
15622

Respondents suggested that the
cumulative impact of the wind farm
developments on traffic will have to be
considered in any assessments.

WPD agrees that the cumulative impact of the wind farm traffic and the overhead line
construction traffic will need to be assessed. This will be done in the Environmental Impact
Assessment.

8.9.13 Certain roads unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles
16139, Respondents raised concern over
15815 particular roads which would be
unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles, or
highlighted their need to maintain

The construction of the overhead line will not require a significant level of HGV movements
and those that do arise will be predominantly concerned with the delivery of plant to site
and will only give rise to short-term access restrictions. The locations of the identified
properties will be included in the transportation assessment in the Environmental Impact
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access to their property at all times.

Assessment.

8.9.14 Construction activity may affect surrounding foundations
16226

Respondents highlight concern that
construction activity may affect
surrounding foundations.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position and invasive
work will be restricted to digging small trenches to sit the poles in. In the unlikely situation
that excavating a trench may affect surrounding foundations then that pole position would
be subject to detailed structural engineering survey and appropriate mitigation measures
would be implemented on the advice of a structural engineer.

8.9.15 Suitability of wooden poles
15856, Respondents make comments on the
15470 suitability of wooden poles or raised
concerns over the future use of metal
lattice towers.

The engineering design of the wooden pole construction is set out in the Energy Networks
Association (ENA) Technical Specification 43-50, which is an industry-wide standard. This
system of wooden H pole construction is the preferred engineering solution for the project
and is proven technology.
If the Development Consent Order (DCO) is granted for an overhead line using wooden
pole construction there is no recourse to change this to steel lattice tower or pylons. To do
so would require a completely separate DCO and it would need to undergo the same
procedures that WPD is currently undertaking for the wooden pole line.
It is not our intention to upgrade this proposed connection at any point during the lifetime of
the proposed wind farms.

8.9.16 Traffic on A459
15907

A respondent notes that the A459 will
bear the brunt of construction traffic in
association with the two, possibly three
wind farms.

The traffic generated by the wind farm developments has been assessed in the
determination of their respective applications. The cumulative impact of the wind farm
traffic and the overhead line construction traffic will be assessed in the Environmental
Impact Assessment.

8.9.17 Impact of an overhead line on petrol station and agricultural activity
15586

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of an overhead connection on
the petrol station and on farm machinery
with reference also made to the effects
upon silage fields if poles were not

The overhead line will not have an adverse impact on any petrol filling stations.
When designing the preferred route the alignment will seek to minimise the impact on
agricultural operations as far as possible, this includes siting poles close to field
boundaries. However, this is not always possible but where poles are proposed within
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located alongside field boundaries.
During construction, concern raised
regarding access to agricultural land to
feed livestock.

fields WPD will continue to work with land owners and tenants to minimise impacts, where
feasible, through micro-siting or raising individual spans to allow agricultural machinery to
pass.
Construction at pole locations is an activity that can be undertaken in fields where livestock
are present and the working area can be fenced off.

8.10 Undergrounding
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.10.1 Undergrounding more affordable considering lifetime and maintenance costs
16167, Respondents suggested that
15986 undergrounding may be more affordable
when lifetime costs and maintenance
costs are taken into account.

The average cost for building an overhead line would be £150,000 per km and for an
underground cable it would be £986,000 per km. The Lifetime Costs Report, January
2014, confirms that the cost differential would not make it more economical to construct a
route entirely underground.

8.10.2 Despite additional costs, undergrounding still preferable
15752,
15404,
15370,
15900

Respondents recognise the additional
cost of underground connections
however still suggest that this would be
their preferred choice.

In order to comply with national policy on the construction of electricity networks and for
WPD to meet its obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead lines route with short sections of underground cables. National policy (NPS EN5) states that the use of overhead lines is not incompatible with the developer’s statutory
duty to preserve amenity and mitigate impacts.

8.10.3 Wind farm developers or WPD should pay for undergrounding
16086,
15722,
15527,
16106,
16159,
16155

Respondents suggested that as the
beneficiaries of the project, the wind
farm developers or WPD should pay the
full cost of undergrounding.

The wind farm developer, RWE, will pay for the construction of the new connection. WPD
will not. These costs are also scrutinised by Ofgem as costs ultimately are paid for by
users/bill payers.
This cost ultimately goes on consumers’ bills, which is why Government policy means we
need to provide a cost effective connection.
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When the costs for the project are assessed by Ofgem, they would penalise WPD for not
delivering a cost effective connection.
8.10.4 Impact of undergrounding on the environment
15821

Respondents highlight the negative
impacts of an underground connection
on the environment.

The construction of an underground cable section can have a potentially significant impact
on sensitive and protected ecological and archaeological areas. WPD will fully consider all
these issues in the Environmental Impact Assessment to ensure that the sections of
underground cable on the preferred route alignment are justified.

8.10.5 Other projects which have been undergrounded
15530, Respondents referred to other projects
16087, in which underground cables have been
15650 used, suggesting that this project
should be no different.

In order to comply with national policy on the construction of electricity networks and for
WPD to meet its obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead lines route with short sections of underground cables.
Other infrastructure projects will have looked at the merits of their schemes and drawn their
own conclusions based on their own information, site specific issues, policy context, and
other material considerations. They are not necessarily applicable to this project and it is
important that decisions for the Brechfa Forest Connection are made in the context of its
environment, engineering constraints and stakeholder feedback, and not on the basis of
decisions taken on other projects.

8.10.6 Cost of undergrounding already budgeted for
15716

Respondents suggest that the cost of
undergrounding has already been
budgeted for.

Whether or not the wind farm developer has budgeted for the cost of the whole connection
being underground is not known and is a matter for them.
WPD has an obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection and
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead lines route with short sections of underground cables.

8.10.7 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on environment
16233, Respondents suggested that the
15352, connection should be placed
15585 underground to minimise the impact on
the environment.

The preferred route alignment has been designed to minimise impact on the environment
and this has been a principal consideration from the outset. Simply undergrounding the
entire route would not necessarily minimise environmental impact and the construction of
an underground cable section can have a potentially significant impact on sensitive and
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protected ecological and archaeological areas. WPD will fully consider all these issues in
the Environmental Impact Assessment to ensure that the sections of underground cable on
the preferred route alignment are justified.
8.10.8 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on landscape
15914, Respondents suggested that the
15565, connection should be placed
15672 underground to minimise the impact on
landscape.

The preferred route alignment corridor has been selected to minimise impact on the
landscape and has been thoroughly assessed by RSK. This work is recorded and justified
in the Preferred Route Alignment report. Simply undergrounding the entire route would not
necessarily minimise environmental impact and the construction of an underground cable
section can have a potentially significant impact on sensitive and protected ecological and
archaeological areas. It can also leave a visual mark on the landscape.

8.10.9 Are undergrounding routes being considered?
15499

Respondents asked whether
underground routes are being
considered.

The starting point for the proposed connection was for an overhead line route. WPD has
considered all the sections of the route options where an overhead line would not be
appropriate and has looked in detail at the undergrounding issues associated with those
routes.

8.10.10 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on health
15558

Respondents suggest that
undergrounding the connection would
reduce the impacts of the connection on
health.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.10.11 Support for undergrounding
15430

Respondents expressed general support
for undergrounding, or suggest that the
entire route be underground.

The starting point for the proposed connection was for an overhead line route. WPD has
considered all the sections of the route options where an overhead line would not be
appropriate and has looked in detail at the undergrounding issues associated with the at
section of the preferred alignment.

8.10.12 Underground only where fully justified
15573

Respondents suggest that the
connection should be underground only
where fully justified.

In order to comply with national policy on the construction of electricity networks and for
WPD to meet its obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead line route with short sections of underground cables.
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The construction of an underground cable section can have a potentially significant impact
on sensitive and protected ecological and archaeological areas. WPD will fully consider all
these issues in the Environmental Impact Assessment to ensure that the sections of
underground cable on the preferred route alignment are justified.
8.10.13 Undergrounding justified in specific locations
15457

Respondents suggested that
undergrounding is justified in specific
locations, such as in sensitive
landscapes or near communities
affected by the wind farm development.

The starting point for the proposed connection was for an overhead line route. WPD has
considered all the sections of the preferred route alignment corridor where an overhead
line would not be appropriate and has looked in detail at the undergrounding issues
associated with that section.

8.10.14 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on tourism
15567

Respondents suggest that the
connection should be made
underground in order to minimise the
impact of the connection on tourism.

The Environmental Impact Assessment will consider tourism impacts as part of the
socio-economic assessment. It is not considered that these impacts are of sufficient
material weight to justify the proposed connection being made entirely by underground
cable.

8.10.15 Overhead connection may be more susceptible to disruption
15899, Respondents raised concern that
16048 overhead connections may be more
susceptible to disruption and that
undergrounding is less likely to be
affected by the weather.

Overhead lines on wooden poles are designed to withstand extreme weather conditions
and have an excellent reliability record. Extreme weather conditions in the UK that might
affect our power lines include wind and ice. WPD has an excellent record for supply
security and reinstating overhead lines is significantly quicker than restoring faults on
132kV underground cables.
The proposed Brechfa Forest Connection is solely designed for exporting electricity
generated at the wind farms to the Swansea North Substation. It is not part of the local
distribution network and therefore if the line were to be damaged it would not, in itself,
affect customer supplies or cause power cuts.

8.10.16 Physical disruption from undergrounding can be remedied
16107

A respondent noted that the physical
disruption of laying cables can be
remedied.

After laying underground cables the terrain will always be reinstated to a very high
standard. Care is taken in the excavation of a cable trench to ensure that top soil and subsoil are not mixed to assist in the reinstatement process. It is the objective of WPD to
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ensure reinstatement is as close to the original condition of the land as possible.
Nevertheless where cable routes traverse certain environmental features, for example,
woodland or established hedgerows long-term impacts can be made on the landscape.
8.10.17 Underground to mitigate health impacts
15707

Respondents suggest that the
connection should be placed
underground in order to mitigate against
potential health impacts.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.11 Environment
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.11.1 General concerns about impact on the environment
15827, Respondents raised general concerns
15779, regarding the impact of the connection
15894, on the environment.
15533

WPD is committed to minimising the impact of the connection on the environment and on
communities. WPD have and will continue to work closely with statutory consultees, as well
as local groups, communities, businesses and landowners and ensure that environmental
and community impacts are minimised wherever possible.
WPD have contracted an environmental team that is integrated into the project to consider
environmental aspects at every stage of project design and development and to avoid/
reduce impacts where identified.

8.11.2 Potential impacts on watercourses
15833, Respondents raised concern for the
15675 potential impacts upon watercourses in
regard to environmental impacts and on
domestic water supplies.

The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the ES will consider the potential effects of the
proposed development on the hydrological environment (including drainage, water quality
and water resources). Natural Resources Wales have been consulted throughout the
routing process including the scope of ES and the potential effects on watercourses.
Owing to the nature of the proposed development, it is unlikely there will be impacts to
domestic water supplies, however, the interruption of, or disturbance to, public or private
water supplies will be assessed in the environmental statement where appropriate. Impacts
to these will be avoided wherever possible.
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8.11.3 General concerns about impact on an overhead line the environment
15819, Respondents raised general concerns
15568, regarding the impact on the connection
15632 on the environment, particularly in
regard to an overhead connection.

WPD is committed to minimising the impact of the connection on the environment and on
communities. WPD have and will continue to work closely with statutory consultees, as well
as local groups, communities, businesses and landowners and ensure that environmental
and community impacts are minimised wherever possible.
Where a section of OHL can be demonstrated to have potential for serious landscape and
visual concerns and where the benefits of undergrounding can be seen to outweigh other
potential impacts and risks of undergrounding, and where the associated costs can be
justified, then the section will be proposed for undergrounding.

8.11.4 Impact on ecology, wildlife and biodiversity
15774, Respondents raised concern over the
15927, impact on the connection on ecology,
15355 wildlife and biodiversity.

Care for the environment is extremely important to us and, as part of our studies, we
identified areas protected nationally and internationally for their environmental value. We
avoided these areas wherever possible when identifying the preferred route corridors for
the overhead line and we will carry out a full environmental assessment. A number of
ecological surveys have and will continue to be undertaken to inform our assessment. This
will help to shape the design of the scheme and minimise any ecological effects wherever
possible.

8.11.5 Impact of the construction of an overhead line on ecology, wildlife and biodiversity
15776

Respondents raised concern over the
impact on the connection on ecology,
wildlife and biodiversity, particularly in
relation to the construction of overhead
lines

Care for the environment is extremely important to us and, as part of our studies, we
identified areas protected nationally and internationally for their environmental value. We
avoided these areas wherever possible when identifying the preferred route corridors for
the overhead line and we will carry out a full environmental assessment. A number of
ecological surveys have and will continue to be undertaken to inform our assessment. This
will help to shape the design of the scheme and minimise any ecological effects wherever
possible.
In many cases undergrounding can have a greater impact on ecological habitats and
species as the construction technique is more intrusive.

8.11.6 Glastir and other schemes
15882, Respondents highlighted land that is
15710 under that managed in accordance with
Glastir or other agri-environmental

It is unlikely that land managed under these schemes would be affected by an overhead
line as the footprint of the development is limited. Land affected which is subject to the
Glastir or other agri-environmental schemes will be reviewed once the final alignment is
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schemes, raising concern that the
connection may inhibit their ability to
manage the land in accordance with the
scheme, or claim the associated
payments.

selected. WPD will work closely with landowners to ensure that management of land under
these schemes is avoided wherever possible.

8.11.7 Local heritage not given enough consideration
15757, Respondents raised concern that local
15400 heritage was not given enough
consideration in the decision making
process.

Heritage was considered throughout the routing process including gathering constraint
data, consulting with heritage consultees, identifying route corridors, selecting a preferred
corridor and identifying alignment options. Wherever possible designated and nondesignated assets and their setting have been avoided. Heritage will continue to be
considered and the heritage assessment of the final scheme will be documented in the ES.

8.11.8 Impact on local landmarks, listed buildings and ancient monuments
15688

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on local landmarks, listed
buildings and ancient monuments.

Listed buildings and ancient monuments were identified during the first stage of the routing
process in order to avoid, wherever possible these assets and their setting.
Views from local landmarks will, where appropriate, be considered in the landscape and
visual assessment.

8.11.9 Flooding and its effect on local people
15642

Respondents raised concern over
flooding, and its effect on local people.

The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the ES will consider the potential effects of the
proposed development on the hydrological environment and the risk of flooding to and from
the proposed development during the construction, operational (including maintenance)
and decommissioning phases.

8.11.10 Impact on groundwater and watercourses
16058

Respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on
groundwater and water courses, with
some highlighting reliance on spring
water for domestic supply.

The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the ES will consider the potential effects of the
proposed development on the hydrological environment (including drainage, water quality
and water resources). Natural Resources Wales have been consulted throughout the
routing process including the potential effects on watercourses and groundwater.
It is unlikely there will be impacts to private water supplies as these will be avoided where
possible and the nature of the nature of excavation works is limited. The interruption of, or
disturbance to, public or private water supplies will be assessed in the environmental
statement where appropriate.

137

8.11.11 Avoid designated sites and sensitive areas
15412

Respondents expressed concern, or
suggested that the connection should
aim to avoid designated sites and
sensitive areas.

As part of our routing studies, we identified areas protected nationally and internationally
for their environmental value. We avoided these areas wherever possible when identifying
the preferred route corridors and route alignment options for the overhead line. This
process and an assessment of the final scheme on any designated sites will be
documented in the Environmental Statement which will accompany the DCO application.

8.11.12 Undergrounding would have less impact on the environment
15566

Respondents suggest that an
underground connection would have
less impact on the environment,
including wildlife, when compared to an
overhead connection.

While undergrounding the connection has benefits for landscape and visual effects, it has
the potential to have in some cases greater impacts on the environment.
In relation to wildlife, disturbance of soils, especially in habitats such as woodland, is likely
to have long term impacts and there is a greater chance of having negative effects on
protected species such as bats, Dormice and birds in woodlands. Hedges are also of
increased sensitivity to undergrounding (as sections of established hedges may need to be
removed). Any undergrounding option also has the potential to result in adverse effects on
buried archaeological remains.

8.11.13 Impact on ecology, wildlife and biodiversity
15606

Respondents raised concern over the
impact on the connection on ecology,
wildlife and biodiversity, particularly
various bird species.

Wintering bird surveys and breeding bird surveys have been undertaken to identify
sensitive habitats and species. This information will be used to inform the routing process
and as part of the impact assessment submitted.

8.11.14 Concern for forest and ancient woodland
16037

Respondents raised concern for areas of
forest and ancient woodland, or suggest
that tree felling should be minimised.

In developing the corridors and route alignment options, areas of woodland including
ancient woodland have wherever possible been avoided.

8.11.15 Children and grandchildren to enjoy countryside
16145

Reference was made to the need for
children and grandchildren to enjoy the
countryside as previous generations
did.

We have carried out a detailed and comprehensive assessment of the area to identify
suitable corridors to route the Brechfa Forest connection. This routing has aimed to
minimise impacts to the countryside including views and recreational uses.
The need for this connection project is the requirement to connect new sources of
electricity generated by renewable energy the need for which has been defined in
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government policy (NPS-EN1).
8.11.16 Information on potential for undergrounding
16010

A respondent requested more
information on the potential for
undergrounding and copies of the
environmental assessment.

Where a section of overhead line can be demonstrated to have potential for serious
landscape and visual concerns and where the benefits of undergrounding can be seen to
outweigh other potential impacts and risks of undergrounding, and where the associated
costs can be justified, then the section will be proposed for undergrounding.
The environmental assessment will be documented in the Environmental Statement which
will be submitted with the DCO application. The proposed scope for this assessment has
been submitted for comment to PINS. PINS will also consult with consultees such as NRW
and CCC on the proposed scope.

8.11.17 Impact on quality of life, happiness and wellbeing
15562

Respondents made general comments
on the impact of the connection on their
quality of life, happiness and wellbeing
citing the benefits of views and the
landscape.

We have carried out a detailed and comprehensive assessment of the area to identify
suitable corridors to route the Brechfa Forest connection. Wherever possible, the corridors
identified seek to avoid the most naturally beautiful parts of the county, although we accept
that this may not always be possible.
Where a particularly valued landscape area is unavoidable, we will give careful
consideration to the design of the connection and we may decide that for visual, ecological
or technical reasons it might be justified to underground certain parts of the overhead
line. This will be addressed at the next stage of consultation in late 2014, when we will
consult on undergrounding sections of the project.

8.11.18 Overhead lines may affect tourism
15569

Respondents objected to overhead lines
because it may affect tourism, be close
to residential areas or be cumulatively
detrimental in view of the wind turbines.

We recognise the importance of tourism in the area and during Stage 1 Consultation we
engaged with numerous local tourism associations. We will continue to liaise with them
throughout the second and third stages of consultation in 2014 so that we can minimise
any potential impacts of the proposal on local tourism.
Distance from residential areas was considered when selecting the route alignment options
and WPD will continue to maximise the distance from residences. The potential cumulative
impact of the overhead line with the wind turbines will be considered and assessed within
the ES.
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8.12 Socio-economic
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.12.1 Adverse effect on local businesses and economy
15800

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on local businesses and the local
economy.

We recognise the importance of tourism in the area and during Stage 1 Consultation we
engaged with numerous local tourism associations. In addition, during stage 2
consultation, everyone within 3km of the route alignment options was contacted. We will
continue to liaise with them throughout the third stage of consultation in 2014 so that we
can minimise any potential impacts of the proposal on local tourism, local businesses and
recreational activities.

8.12.2 Adverse effect on tourism
15740,
15366,
15505,
15471

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on tourism and tourism related
recreational activities.

We recognise the importance of tourism in the area and during Stage 1 Consultation we
engaged with numerous local tourism associations. We will continue to liaise with them
throughout the second and third stages of consultation in 2014 so that we can minimise
any potential impacts of the proposal on local tourism and recreational activities.

8.12.3 Value of property or business
15992,
15985,
16052,
16053

Respondents raise concern over the
impact of the connection on the value
of their property or business,
specifically asking for compensation.

We recognise that the visual impact of the proposed new connection is a major concern for
all community members and we will try wherever possible to minimise the impact of our
proposal. The proposed connection will be made using a wood pole line and during the
detailed routing considerations, setback distances will be maximised so that over-bearing
impacts on individual homes and businesses are avoided.
UK law does not require compensation to be paid for visual impact.

8.12.4 Impact on saleability and value of property
15828,
15382,
15361,
15490

Respondents raised concern for the
potential impact of the connection on
the saleability and value of properties.

We recognise that the visual impact of the proposed new connection is a major concern for
all community members and we will try wherever possible to minimise the impact of our
proposal. The proposed connection will be made using a wood pole line and during the
detailed routing considerations, setback distances will be maximised so that over-bearing
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impacts on individual homes and businesses are avoided. UK law does not require
compensation to be paid for visual impact.
8.12.5 Suggestions for community benefits
15373

Respondents suggested potential
community benefits that could be
created as part of the project including
improved broadband internet
connections, or the creation of canter
tracks alongside the connection.

It is not proposed to provide community benefits as part of the project.

8.12.6 Socio-economic impacts will adversely affect future generations
15755,
15946,
15525

Respondents raise concern that socioeconomic impacts, such as those on
family businesses will adversely impact
upon their children or future
generations.

It is recognised that there are a number of tourism services within or near to proposed
route alignments and that they provide employment within the county. Construction
methods proposed are not expected to cause significant disruption to these businesses
due to the small scale in terms of working area, and time taken to undertake each section
of construction work required.
The impacts of tourism during operational activities including views will be considered in
the socio-economic assessment.

8.12.7 Will community benefit be available
15463

Respondents requested confirmation of
whether a community benefit fund
would be made available as part of the
project.

A community benefit fund will not be available as part of this project although RWE does
propose a community benefit fund as part of their wind farm proposals.

8.12.8 Communities cannot benefit from electricity being generated by wind farms
16081

One respondent expresses
disappointment that the local
communities cannot benefit from the
electricity being generated and
transmitted.

The electricity generated will be connected to the regional and national distribution network
which meets both local demand and the overall national need.
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8.13 Health, safety and security
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.13.1 General concerns regarding health
15803, Respondents raised general concerns
15764, regarding the health of local residents.
15318,
15652

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.13.2 Concern over electro-magnetic fields
15783,
15934,
16035,
15534,
15703

Respondents raised concerns over
electro-magnetic fields or the potential
for overhead lines to cause cancer. One
respondent also raised the prospect for
bursts of ultra-violet light.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).
Electric fields are produced by voltage. Magnetic fields are produced by current.
Collectively they are known as “electric and magnetic fields” (EMFs). EMFs are present
wherever electricity is used in homes; for example, fields are produced by vacuum
cleaners, mobile phones and the wiring inside a house. They are also produced by
electricity transmission and distribution equipment.
EMFs are produced by electricity distribution lines. The fields are usually greatest directly
under the lines and fall rapidly with distance to the sides of the line. For 132kV overhead
lines on wooden poles, the magnetic field under the line is typically around 0.5 μT to 2 μT
and will generally fall away over a few tens of metres, returning to the normal background
range of 0.01 μT to 0.2 μT at a distance of around 50 metres.
WPD takes this issue extremely seriously. There are important and serious questions
about potential health effects which have been investigated in depth over the last 30 years.
There has been a lot of research into whether electric and magnetic fields have any effect
on health and over £300m spent investigating this issue around the world. Research still
continues but the balance of scientific evidence to date has not established a link between
EMFs and disease.
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Based on a recent in-depth review of the scientific literature, the World Health Organisation
concluded that current evidence does not confirm the existence of any health
consequences from low level exposure to electromagnetic fields. However, some gaps in
knowledge about biological effects exist and need further research.
WPD’s overhead lines are designed and operated to comply with Government guidelines
on EMFs. WPD considers it is vital that the public are properly protected. During the
identification and selection of the potential route alignments, it will make every effort to
maximise the distance between the overhead lines and surrounding properties.
WPD is committed to open and honest communication and a factsheet with further
information is available as part of the project documentation. This also lists sources of
further information.
In the event of an electric arc occurring this can produce ultra violet light in short bursts.
The chance of an arc happening on the overhead line is highly unlikely but should this
materialise then the automatic protection will be tripped immediately and the circuit will be
isolated preventing further reoccurrences.
8.13.3 Safety of livestock near overhead lines
16027

Respondents raised concern for the
safety of livestock near overhead lines.

Providing the livestock do not come into contact with the live conductors then there will be
no safety risk to them. If stay wires are required in a field where livestock would normally
graze then they can be fenced off to protect the apparatus and the animals.

8.13.4 Stress, distress and psychological impacts
16043, Respondents referred to levels of stress,
16042, distress and psychological impacts of
15945, the connection.
16108

The proposed scheme is a nationally significant infrastructure project and the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) states at 4.13.1 that, “Energy production has
the potential to impact on the health and well-being of the population. Access to energy is
clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. However, the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.”
WPD is not aware of any instances where the presence of its overhead line apparatus has
been proven to give rise to conditions associated with stress, distress or adverse
psychological impact. The issue of electromagnetic fields (EMFs) has however been
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considered within the EIA Scoping Report which has been submitted to PINs. WPD will
consider the scoping responses of consultees and it will report its conclusions on the issue
within the Environmental Statement, if required to do so.
8.13.5 Safety of local communities during construction and operation
15874

Respondents raised concerns regarding
the safety of local communities in
relation to the construction and
operation of the connection particularly
agricultural workers and horse riders.

The management of all construction sites will be subject to the Construction (Design and
Management) Regulations 2007. This will ensure that measures are in place to ensure
that members of the public and agricultural workers can undertake their business safely
around the construction works.

8.13.6 Impact on quality of life, happiness and wellbeing
15643, Respondents made general comments
15754, on the impact of the connection on their
15380 quality of life, happiness and wellbeing.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.13.7 Safety of local communities
15386

Respondents raised general concerns
regarding the safety of local
communities.

All WPD apparatus is constructed and operated within the parameters set out by the Health
and Safety Executive and in accordance with our regulatory obligations as a licenced
distribution network operator. The safety of local communities will not be compromised
during the construction or operation of the new connection.

8.13.8 Impact on airstrip take-off and landing zones
16247

Respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on airstrip
take-off and landing zones.

Consultation has been undertaken with all stakeholders relevant to the operation of airports
and there are no identified public airstrips within close proximity to the proposed connection
to be impacted by the overhead line sections of the preferred route alignment. The
presence of the private is noted and consideration will be given to its use and operation
when designing the connection.
Through the consultation process WPD were alerted to the use of fields close to the
Carmarthen Hospital that are used for landing air ambulance or search and rescue
helicopters. This section of the preferred route alignment will be undergrounded to avoid
conflict with these helicopter flight movements.
The police were contacted about the use of the police helicopter but no concerns were

144

raised in relation to the operation of the police helicopter.
8.13.9 Safety of agricultural workers or children
16151, Respondents raised concerns regarding
15629 the safety of local communities,
particularly agricultural workers or
children.

All WPD apparatus is constructed and operated within the parameters set out by the Health
and Safety Executive and in accordance with our regulatory obligations as a licenced
distribution network operator. The safety of local communities, agricultural workers and
children will not be compromised during the construction or operation of the new
connection.

8.13.10 Health and safety requirements during construction
15681

Respondents highlight the health and
safety requirements that should be
undertaken during construction.

The management of all construction sites will be subject to the Construction (Design and
Management) Regulations 2007.

8.13.11 More information required on health impacts
15961

Respondents suggest that more
information is required, particularly on
the health impacts of overhead lines.

The proposed scheme is a nationally significant infrastructure project and the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN 1) states at 4.13.1 that, “Energy production has
the potential to impact on the health and well-being of the population. Access to energy is
clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. However, the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.”
WPD is not aware of any instances where the presence of its overhead line apparatus has
been proven to give rise to adverse health conditions but the impact of EMFs will be
addressed in the Environmental Statement.

8.13.12 Electrical conductors detrimental to quality of life
15804

One respondent noted that it has been
proven that electrical conductors are
detrimental to quality of life.

The proposed scheme is a nationally significant infrastructure project and the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN 1) states at 4.13.1 that, “Energy production has
the potential to impact on the health and well-being of the population. Access to energy is
clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. However, the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.”
WPD is not aware of any instances where the presence of its overhead line apparatus has
been proven to be detrimental to the quality of life but the impact of EMFs will be
addressed in the Environmental Statement.
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8.14 Costs
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.14.1 More information on relative costs of options
16166

Respondents requested more
information on the relative costs of the
various options.

Information on the costs can be found in the Lifetime Costs Report and the Underground
Cable Costs Report.

8.14.2 Too much emphasis on cost in decision making
15830,
15760,
15529,
15873,
16158,
15661

Respondents suggested that there is too
much emphasis on cost in the decision
making process, and that other criteria
should be taken into account, including
environmental and social impact, and
public opinion.

The starting point for the determination of the Development Consent Order (DCO) is the
National Policy Statements (NPS) for energy infrastructure, EN-5 on electricity network
infrastructure. This is the primary consideration in the decision making process for the
Brechfa Forest Connection.

8.14.3 Undergrounding more affordable when lifetime costs considered
16167, Respondents suggested that
15403, undergrounding may be more affordable
15347 when lifetime costs and maintenance
costs are taken into account.

The average cost for building an overhead line would be £150,000 per km and for an
underground cable it would be £986,000 per km. The Lifetime Costs Report, January
2014, confirms that the cost differential would not make it more economical to construct a
route entirely underground.

8.14.4 WPD overestimated undergrounding costs
15502

Respondents suggested that WPD have
overestimated the cost of
undergrounding, referencing other
projects and estimates, the number of
quotes received by WPD and savings
made by the more direct nature of
underground connections.

WPD specifically commissioned an independent survey and report to establish the cost of
undergrounding 132kV cable in the wider Carmarthen area. The Underground Cable
Costs Report examined a range of terrain and ground conditions to present a figure that
was representative of the area.
The costs have not been overestimated and are a true reflection of the circumstances
material to this project.

8.14.5 WPD should pay for all land agents fees
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16187, Respondents request that WPD pay for
15394, all land agent fees in regard to this
15636 project.

WPD will settle the reasonable fees for land agents in accordance with the prescribed fee
scale, which is standard across all projects and works. Further details are set out in the
project leaflet, ‘A guide to land agent’s fees’.

8.15 Planning, principles and project case
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.15.1 Wind farms and connection should have been a combined application
15818,
15720
15638,
15991

Respondents suggested that
development of the wind farms and the
associated connection should have
been subject to one combined planning
application.

WPD notes the comments. National policy does allow for separate applications to be
made. NPS EN1 states at paragraph 4.9.2 that the Government envisages that wherever
possible applications should contain both the power generating development and grid
connection but goes on to state that ‘However this may not always be possible, nor the
best course in terms of delivery of the project in a timely way, as different aspects may
have different lead-in times .....’ It goes on to state that the IPC (now PINs) should satisfy
itself that there are no obvious reasons why the necessary approvals for the other element
are likely to be refused. The fact that the IPC has decided to consent one project should
not in any way fetter its subsequent decisions on any related projects. This consideration
was made by PINs (and the Secretary of State) when consulting Brechfa West.

8.15.2 Impact of wind farms, especially siting of substations
15751

A number of respondents made
comments on the impacts of the wind
farms with particular mention to the
siting of the substations.

WPD is not responsible for the wind farms. The decision-making bodies will have taken
into account the impacts arising from each wind farm when arriving at a decision to
approve or reject. When assessing the impacts, the decision-making bodies will have
given consideration to the likely cumulative effects.

8.15.3 Future land use changes
16254, Four respondents highlight future land
16149 use changes that may or may not end up
in the planning system such as
proposals to extend the Gwili Railway,
enhance and open gardens to the public
and install wind turbines.

WPD has and will continue to liaise with Carmarthenshire County Council (CCC) with
regard to proposed land use allocations and submitted planning applications and will take
into account such proposals when designing the preferred route. The response from the
Gwili Railway Company recognises that the route alignment corridors option do not pass
over its land but request that they be notified should this change. WPD can confirm that it
is not the intention to alter the alignment in this location.
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8.15.4 Connection would set precedent for other infrastructure
15590, Respondents raised concern that the
16203 construction of the connection would
set a precedent for other infrastructure
work to be permitted, or that the
connection would be upgraded at a
future date.

WPD has designed the route to match the capacity of the two wind farms for which it has
offered connection agreements. If constructed to connect the two wind farms there would
be no additional capacity on the line to add in further development. WPD has no intention
of upgrading the line in the future. To do so would require the disconnection of the existing
line with a consequential loss of export (and therefore income) from the wind farms. WPD
presumes that this would not be acceptable to the wind farm operator.

8.15.5 Ofgem fund for undergrounding
15639

Respondents highlighted a fund created
by OFGEM to allow undergrounding of
distribution lines, suggesting that WPD
could claim an allowance for this
purpose, or made comments regarding
the profits of energy companies or
energy policy.

WPD understands that the OFGEM fund is operating to support undergrounding of existing
overhead lines within nationally designated areas such as AONBs national parks. WPD is
legally obliged to provide a connection to any private individual or company that requests it.
The fact that a company may be operating to make a profit it not something that WPD can
take into consideration.

8.15.6 Guidance on overhead lines crossing highways
15551

One respondent highlighted guidance
on overhead lines crossing highways
that is currently being developed.

WPD will follow current guidance relevant to the project and would seek to review the
status of such guidance on a regular basis with consultees.

8.15.7 Have CCC consented the project?
15999

A respondent asked whether CCC have
already consented the Brechfa Forest
Connection.

No application to construct the connection has been made and consequently no consent
granted. As a nationally significant infrastructure project, the decision-maker will be the
Secretary of State and not CCC.

8.15.8 Is project necessary?
16138

One respondent stated their belief that
the wind farms and their connection is
purely to export energy and make
money, asking whether the project is
really necessary.

WPD understands that both UK and Welsh Government policy supports the generation of
electricity by renewable means but this is not a factor for WPD when determining whether
to offer a connection. WPD is legally obligated to provide a connection to any private
individual or company that requests it.
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8.16 Surveys and land access
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.16.1 Lack of communication regarding access to land
15789, Respondents criticised a lack of
16059 communication from WPD regarding
access to land.

WPD is undertaking considerable measures to contact all persons with an interest in land
(PILs,) including land owners, along the preferred route alignment. This has involved
writing letters, holding specific consultation events and making visits in person. Any PILs
or landowner who has not been contacted should contact the Brechfa Forest Connection
Community Relations Team on 0800 019 3518 or write to, Freepost B Forest Connection.

8.16.2 More information on environmental surveys
16031

Respondents requested more
information on environmental surveys
carried out.

Details of the environmental studies carried out and on-going are set out in the
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report that has been submitted to the
Planning Inspectorate and which is available on the project website. Further details are
also available in the preliminary environmental information submitted with the Route
Alignment Selection Report.

8.16.3 WPD will have to apply for compulsory purchase order to use land
15865, Respondents suggested that in order for
15443 them to give permission to WPD to use
their land they will have to apply for a
compulsory purchase order.

Land owners or tenants are entitled to grant WPD access to land through agreement. A
compulsory purchase order is a separate mechanism to enable WPD to obtain legal rights
to erect apparatus on land or to over sail land with overhead wires.

8.16.4 Use LiDAR for surveys
15541

Respondents suggested that LiDAR
should be used as a survey technique.

LiDAR data will be one of several survey data sets that is used in the project5 planning and
assessment of the new connection.

8.16.5 Willingness for work to be carried out on land
15420, Respondents provided details of their
15864, willingness to accept work being carried
15387 out on their land, with some suggesting
that permission will not be granted.

WPD will seek to reach voluntary agreement with all people with an interest in land (PILs,)
which includes land owners and tenants. Where voluntary agreements cannot be reached
with PILs then WPD will exercise powers under the Planning Act 2008 to compulsorily
purchase easements to erect poles on land or to over sail it with overhead wires. In
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addition WPD has powers under the Planning Act 2008 and the Electricity Act 1989 to
access land for the purpose of undertaking surveys.

8.17 Consultation and information
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.17.1 Validity of consultation
15787,
15363,
15414,
15520

Several respondents questioned the
validity of the consultation if the
decision on the final alignment has
already been made, or if public opinion
is not taken into consideration.

As part of Stage 2 Consultation, WPD held 13 events throughout the area for both
landowners and members of the public to attend. These consultation events were an
opportunity for landowners and members of the public to meet the project team, view
project materials and maps and ask questions about the project. Those attending events
were given feedback forms on which they could record their comments on the route
alignment options we proposed.
We used all relevant responses received to help select our preferred route alignment,
alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information.
When we submit our application for a development consent order to the Planning
Inspectorate we must be able to demonstrate that we have taken account of the feedback
provided by the various consultees, including the public, throughout all stages of
consultation. This will be documented in our Consultation Report, which will accompany
our DCO application. If the Planning Inspectorate does not believe that we have given
sufficient weight to the feedback received in making our decisions they could refuse our
application.

8.17.2 Event venues inaccessible
15836,
15437

Several respondents challenged the
decision to locate the event venues at
venues inaccessible or far from
interested communities.

As part of Stage 2 Consultation WPD arranged events at four locations, these being
Llandyfaelog, Carmarthen, Brechfa and Maesycrugiau. These locations were selected to
give a geographic spread across the route corridors and also because they had suitable
venues available to host public exhibitions. We looked at holding events in other villages
within the route corridors but we did not believe that there were suitable venues with
enough space inside to accommodate our events.
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For the next stage of consultation, WPD will review the suitability of venues available to
hold public consultation events.
8.17.3 Consultation not publicised widely enough
16072

One respondent suggested that
consultation was not publicised widely
enough and that consultation materials
were not freely available.

Prior to the start of this stage of consultation WPD wrote to every household and business
within 3km of the alignment options, a total of over 11,500 properties, to let them know that
consultation would be starting soon. At the start of consultation, WPD sent a leaflet to the
same 11,500 properties inviting residents to attend one of our events.
WPD also advertised the consultation in the Carmarthen Journal and on community
noticeboards throughout the area. The details of this advertising can be found in Appendix
F.
In addition to holding the public events WPD also provided inspection copies of all project
and consultation documents at seven key locations throughout the alignment corridors.
Information on these locations was available on the project website, in the Consultation
Strategy and is detailed in Appendix G of this report.
All project and consultation documents were also available to view and download from the
project website.

8.17.4 Concerns not captured at events
15784

One respondent criticised the events
for not capturing the concerns raised.

The 13 consultation events held were an opportunity for landowners and members of the
public to meet the project team, view project materials and maps and ask questions about
the project. Those who attended events were given feedback forms and asked to record
their comments and views in writing to ensure that their comments and concerns on the
route alignment options were recorded accurately.

8.17.5 Information provided was inaccurate or inconsistent
16032

Some respondents suggested that
information provided by WPD was
inaccurate or inconsistent.

WPD believes that all information provided throughout this stage of consultation, both in
writing and verbally, has been consistent and as accurate as possible. Where the baseline
data has come from an external source, WPD cannot take responsibility for the detailed
accuracy of that information.
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8.17.6 Consideration for respondents views in the decision making process
15842,
15733,
15503,
15625,
15997,
16202

Several respondents asked that due
consideration is given to views of
respondents in the decision making
process as some respondents consider
themselves to be powerless in the
process with no choice in the matter.

WPD will give due consideration to all responses that are received at each stage of the
consultation process. WPD will publish a detailed Consultation Report which will
accompany the DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate and will set out all of the
comments received and how those comments have influenced WPD’s decisions.

8.17.7 Insufficient time to respond
16168

Some respondents suggested that
there was not enough time to respond
to the consultation, suggesting it
coincided with the busiest period for
agriculture.

Stage 2 Consultation was carried out over an eight week period between Monday, 17
February 2014 and Friday, 11 April 2014. This is twice the minimum period required for
consultation as detailed in the Planning Act 2008. WPD believes that all stakeholders were
provided with sufficient time to respond to consultation.
WPD recognises that February, March and April are a busy period for agriculture and by
holding events which ran into the evenings and on Saturdays, WPD believes that it has
provided sufficient opportunity for those involved in agriculture to attend events and provide
a response to consultation.

8.17.8 Project timescale
16055

One respondent questioned why the
consultation is being carried out to a
tight timescale, suggesting that the
project should not be dependent upon
it.

WPD has an overall programme it is working to and this provides sufficient time for each
stage of consultation. Stage 2 Consultation was carried out over an eight week period
which is twice the minimum period required for consultation as detailed in the Planning Act
2008.
WPD believes that all stakeholders were provided with sufficient time to respond to
consultation and does not believe that the timescale is tight.

8.17.9 Alignment mock-ups not available at events
15447

One respondent criticised the events
for not displaying mock-ups of the
possible alignments.

The purpose of Stage 2 Consultation was to seek comments and feedback on the
alignment options within the preferred route corridor. Once a preferred alignment has been
selected WPD will carry out further environmental and engineering surveys of that
alignment to determine where the connection will go. Until this work has been done, WPD
cannot produce mock-ups of possible alignments as any mock-up produced ahead of this
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could be misleading and not representative of the final proposal.
8.17.10 Challenge to map accuracy, terminology and deposit copy locations
15421,
15876

Several respondents challenged the
information provided by WPD during
the consultation, particularly the
accuracy of the maps used, misleading
terminology and the locations for
deposit copies.

WPD believes that all information provided throughout this stage of consultation has been
as accurate as possible. Where the baseline data has come from an external source,
WPD cannot take responsibility for the detailed accuracy of that information.
WPD has made every effort to prepare documentation that is both easy to read and
understand and all technical documents were supported by a non-technical summary
version.
The locations for deposit copies were determined by identifying all available venues within
the preferred route corridors and requesting the permission of the owner to leave a set of
inspection copy documents on the premises. If there are other venues that respondents
believe would be better suited WPD will consider them for the third stage of consultation.

8.17.11 Additional consultees to include
15398

Several respondents provided
individuals or organisations that WPD
should consult with at future stages.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for providing additional contact details and where
appropriate these individuals or organisations will be contacted as the project moves
forward.
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9

Conclusions and next steps

9.1

Summary

9.1.1

The second of the three-stage consultation process was held over an eight-week
period from 17 February 2014 to 11 April 2014. WPD invited over 250 landowners
and 11,700 households and businesses to take part in the consultation. WPD
briefed Members of Parliament, Regional Assembly Members, ward councillors
and statutory consultees on the project. WPD also delivered a series of eight
public exhibition events as well as five specific events for landowners and PILs.
The consultation was widely advertised and all the relevant project information
was available on the project website in conjunction with a dedicated project email
and freephone service available to respond to any enquiries.

9.1.2

The aim of Stage 2 Consultation was to seek feedback and comments on the
identified alignment options within the preferred corridors from statutory
consultees, affected residents, the public, businesses, community groups,
landowners and PILs. We also presented early stage Preliminary Environmental
Information gathered by RSK which was provided to statutory consultees for
feedback and comment.

9.1.3

Alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information, the
comments and feedback received helped to influence the decision as to which
route alignment was selected to connect the wind farms.

9.1.4

A total of 273 responses were received during this second stage of consultation of
which 209 were from members of the public, 22 from statutory consultees and the
remaining 42 coming from MPs, AMs, community councils and other
organisations.

9.1.5

All responses received were logged onto a database and systematically analysed
to enable WPD to take account of all relevant responses during the decision
making process.

9.1.6

In summary, the responses raising concerns focused on the visual impact that
overhead lines would have on the landscape and view points, and the effect that
would have on tourism in the area. Many responses also expressed a preference
for placing some or all of the connection underground.
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9.1.7

The main themes raised by respondents were:


Opposition to overhead lines and a preference for the whole route to be placed
underground so as to minimise landscape and visual impact



Too much emphasis being put on the cost of undergrounding by WPD and the
preservation of the landscape and views should be more important than cost



A fear that wood poles would be upgraded to steel pylons at some point in the
future



Conflict with the Holford Rules, in particular, rules 4 and 6



Presence of a landing site for Wales Air Ambulance



Concern over the visual impact of overhead lines on the landscape, especially
across the Towy Valley, the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area and near to
footpaths



Concern over the cumulative impact of overhead lines in areas where there is
already energy infrastructure, such as wind farms



Concern over the health effects of overhead lines



The applications to build wind farms and the electricity connection should be
considered at same time.

9.1.8

WPD has taken into account all the relevant information gathered during Stage 2
Consultation and will be taking forward the following route alignment to connect
the proposed wind farms to the electricity network:


Section A - A1, A3, A4 and A6



Section B



Section C - C1, C2, C4 and C6



Section D - D1 and D3



Section E - E1, E2, E4, E5, E6 and E8
155

Second Interim Consultation Report

9.2

The preferred route alignment is shown on the map below.
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9.3

Next steps

9.3.1

Following the identification of the preferred route alignment, WPD’s engineers and
environmental consultants have been working to identify where they might put an
overhead power line within the selected route alignment.

9.3.2

Stage 3 Consultation will be statutory consultation and will run for five-weeks
during autumn 2014. The consultation will be on the detailed scheme design
including identified route alignment or alignments to connect the wind farms, any
other associated work required and the draft Environmental Statement. This will
be carried out in accordance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008, as
defined by Sections 42 and 47 of the Act, in autumn 2014.

9.3.3

The third stage of consultation will be focused on engaging the public, local
communities, landowners and PILs, statutory consultees and elected
representatives to have their say on the final route alignment.

9.3.4

During the consultation period, we will:


Seek information and views on the specific environmental impacts of the
proposal



Seek information and views on the impact to human activities of the proposal



Seek specific views on the scheme design.

9.3.5

If this period of statutory consultation results in changes to the proposals which are
significantly different, further consultation on these changes may be required
before a DCO application is submitted.

9.4

Preparation of the Statement of Community Consultation

9.4.1

Before Stage 3 Consultation can start, a Statement of Community Consultation
(SoCC) will be prepared which will provide a detailed account of proposed
consultation, in accordance with the Planning Act 2008.

9.4.2

Publication of the SoCC will be advertised in the local and regional press and
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made available for the public to access via the project website:
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest
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10

Appendices

Appendix A – Terminology
Amenity

A positive element or elements that contribute to the
overall character or enjoyment of an area. For example,
open land, trees, historic buildings and the interrelationship between them, or less tangible factors such
as tranquillity.

Ancient woodland

Woodland that has existed continuously since at least
AD 1600.

Area of search

A broad area within which sites are sought for
development, for example, for housing, mineral
extraction, or renewable energy.

Biodiversity

The variety of life forms, the different plants, animals and
microorganisms, the genes they contain and the ecosystems they form.

Cable

Underground cables.

CC

Community Council.

CCC

Carmarthenshire County Council.

Conductor

Overhead wires suspended from wood poles or towers
(pylons).

Constraint

An influence on design and siting of transmission
infrastructure.

Construction phase

The period during which the building or assembling of
infrastructure is undertaken.

Consultation Report

The Consultation Report is a report giving details of:
What has been done in compliance with sections 42, 47
and 48 in relation to a proposed application that has
become the application
Any relevant responses
The account taken of any relevant responses.

159

Second Interim Consultation Report

Interim Consultation Report

An Interim Consultation Report forms the first part of the
analysis of the consultation responses during Stage 1
Consultation. It provides a summary of the relevant
responses and explains how the feedback received
during Stage 1 Consultation is fed into the decision
making process and the methods used to review the
connection options.

Consultation Strategy

The Consultation Strategy is based upon principles of
the Planning Act 2008 for Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIPs and current Government
guidance, and will involve local authorities, communities
and statutory consultees early in the project proposal
development to bring about benefits for all parties.

Consultation zone

Zone extends approximately 1 km either side of the
broad overhead line route corridor and approximately 1
km around the broad substation locations.

Cumulative impact

Impacts that result from incremental changes caused by
other past, present or reasonably foreseeable actions,
together with the project.
A cumulative impact may arise as the result of: a) the
combined impact of a number of different environmental
topic-specific impacts from a single environmental
impact assessment project on a single receptor/
resource; and b) the combined impact of a number of
different projects within the vicinity (in combination with
the environmental impact assessment project) on a
single receptor/resource.

DCLG

Department for Communities and Local Government:
works to move decision-making power from central
government to local councils.

DCO

Development Consent Order: The permission required
under the Planning Act 2008 to build the connection.

Decommissioning

The period during which a development and its
associated processes are removed from active
operation.

Designated area

Area designated and protected by national or
international law for its landscape, biodiversity, or
historic interest.
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Desktop studies

Studies undertaken to gather and analyse existing data
from public domain, scientific and commercial
databases, and available project sources.

DNO

[electricity] Distribution Network Operator.

Elected representatives

Members of Parliament, Welsh Assembly Members
including Regional members and county councillors.

EMC

Electromagnetic Compatibility: The study of the
interaction between the generated electric, magnetic and
electro-magnetic field on other equipment.

EMF

Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs).
Electric Field: A measure of the force experienced by a
static electric charge in the presence of the other electric
charges.
Magnetic Field: A measure of the force experienced by a
moving electric charge, due to the motion of other
charges.

Enhancement

A measure that is over and above what is required by
law to mitigate the adverse effects of a project.

Environmental assessment

A method and a process by which information about
environmental effects is collected, assessed and used to
inform decision-making. Assessment processes include
Strategic Environmental Assessment, Assessment of
Implications on European Sites and Environmental
Impact Assessment.

Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA)

A statutory process by which certain planned projects
must be assessed before a formal decision to proceed
can be made. Involves the collection and consideration
of environmental information, which fulfils the
assessment requirements of Directive 85/337/EEC (as
amended), including the publication of an Environmental
Statement.

Environmental information

The information that must be taken into account by the
decision maker (the Competent Authority) before
granting any kind of authorisation in any case where the
EIA process applies. It includes the Environmental
Statement, including any further information, any
representations made by any body required by the
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Regulations to be invited to make representations, and
any representations duly made by any other person
about the environmental effects of the development.
Environmental Management
Plan

A structured plan that outlines the mitigation, monitoring
and management requirements arising from an
Environmental Impact Assessment.

Environmental Statement (ES)

A document produced in accordance with the EIA
Directive as transposed into UK law by the EIA
Regulations.

Estuary

Downstream part of a river where it widens to enter the
sea.

European site

Sites which make up the European ecological network
(also known as Natura 2000 sites). These include: Sites
of Community Importance (SCIs); Special Protection
Areas (SPAs) and potential SPAs (pSPAs); Special
Areas of Conservation (SACs) and candidate or possible
SACs (cSACs or pSACs); and Ramsar sites.

Evaluation

The determination of the significance of effects.
Evaluation involves making judgements as to the value
of the receptor/resource that is being affected and the
consequences of the effect on the receptor/resource
based on the magnitude of the impact.

Feedback analysis

For NSIPs developers have a duty to take into account
all the feedback received during a consultation process
and then analyse the responses at the pre-application
stage. The responses must be summarised in a
Consultation Report also explaining how the developer
has had regard to consultation responses.

Flood plain

Generally low-lying areas adjacent to a watercourse,
tidal lengths of a river or the sea, where water flows in
times of flood or would flow but for the presence of flood
defences.

Flood risk assessment

GSP

An assessment of the likelihood of flooding in a
particular area so that development needs and mitigation
measures can be carefully considered.
Grid supply point (e.g. 132kV substation).

GT

Grid transformer.
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Habitat Survey

Recognised methodology used for collating information
on the habitat structure of a particular site.

Impact

Change that is caused by an action; for example, land
clearing (action) during construction which results in
habitat loss (impact).

Invertebrates

Animals without backbones.

km

Kilometres (1,000 metres).

kV

Kilovolt (1,000 volts).

Listed building

A ‘listed building’ is a building, object or structure that
has been judged to be of national importance in terms of
architectural or historic interest and is included on a list
approved by the Secretary of State under the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
(known as the “Statutory List of Buildings of Special
Architectural or Historic Interest”).

LNR

Local Nature Reserve.

Local Planning Authority (LPA)

A local authority or council that is empowered by law to
exercise planning functions for a particular area of the
United Kingdom (often the local borough or district
council).

Mitigation

Measures intended to avoid, reduce and compensate for
adverse environmental effects.

Monitoring

A continuing assessment of the performance of the
project, including mitigation measures. This determines if
effects occur as predicted or if operations remain within
acceptable limits, and if mitigation measures are as
effective as predicted.

MVA

Megavolt amperes (a measurement of apparent power).

MW

Megawatts (a measurement of power).

National park

National parks are designated by Natural England,
subject to confirmation by the Secretary of State under
the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act
1949. The statutory purposes of national parks are to
conserve and enhance their natural beauty, wildlife and
cultural heritage and to promote opportunities for public
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understanding and enjoyment of their special qualities.
Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP)

Large projects that support the economy and vital public
services, including railways, large wind farms, power
stations, reservoirs, harbours, airports and sewage
treatment works, as defined in the Planning Act 2008.

Need case

Document setting out the background requirements and
need for extensions to WPD’s electricity transmission
system in response to connection applications to ensure
that WPD complies with its licence standards.

NFU

National Farmers’ Union.

Non-statutory consultees

Organisations and bodies who are consulted on relevant
planning applications.

Non-technical summary

Information for the non-specialist reader to enable them
to understand the main predicted environmental effects
of the proposal without reference to the main
Environmental Statement.

NPS

National Policy Statements (NPSs) are produced by
Government. They give reasons for the policy set out in
the statement, and must include an explanation of how
the policy takes account of Government policy relating to
the mitigation of, and adaptation to, climate change.
They include the Government’s objectives for the
development of nationally significant infrastructure in a
particular sector and state:
 How this will contribute to sustainable
development
 How these objectives have been integrated with
other Government policies
 How actual and projected capacity and demand
have been taken into account
 Consider relevant issues in relation to safety or
technology
 Circumstances where it would be particularly
important to address the adverse impacts of
development
 Specific locations, where appropriate, in order to
provide a clear framework for investment and
planning decisions.
They also include any other policies or circumstances
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that Ministers consider should be taken into account in
decisions on infrastructure development.
NPSs undergo a democratic process of public
consultation and parliamentary scrutiny, before being
designated (i.e. published). They provide the framework
within which Inspectors make their recommendations to
the Secretary of State.
Ofgem

The Office of the Gas and Electricity Markets: The
regulator for Britain’s gas and electricity industries, its
role is to promote choice and value for customers.

Operation

The functioning of a project on completion of
construction.

PEI

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) is an
Environmental Impact Assessment, including screening,
scoping and preliminary environmental information
relating to the project.

PILS

Persons with an Interest in the Land (PILS) are people
who own, occupy or have another interest in the land
potentially affected by a development, or who could be
affected by a project in such a way that they may be able
to make a claim for compensation.

Planning Inspectorate (PINS)

The Planning Act 2008 (as amended by the Localism Act
2011) covers the planning application and consent
process for nationally significant infrastructure projects
(NSIPs), which includes power stations and power lines
of 132,000 volts and above.
On 1 April 2012, under the Localism Act 2011, PINS
became the agency responsible for operating the
planning process for NSIPs.
Any developer wishing to construct an NSIP is required
to apply for consent to do so. For such projects, PINS
examines the application and will make a
recommendation to the relevant Secretary of State, who
will make the decision on whether to grant or refuse
development consent.

Planning Policy Statement
(PPS)

Planning Policy Statement: These set out the
Government’s national policies on different aspects of
land use planning and explain statutory provisions.
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Local planning authorities must take their content into
account in preparing their development plans and the
guidance may also be material to decisions on individual
planning applications and appeals. They are issued by
the Government following public consultation.
Pollution

Any increase of matter or energy to a level that is
harmful to living organisms of their environment (when it
becomes a pollutant).

PPA

Planning Performance Agreement (PPA) is an
agreement between a planning authority and a
developer that sets out the process and issues to evolve
and determine a major planning proposal.

Preferred option

The chosen design option that most successfully
achieves the project objectives and becomes subject to
further design and assessment.

Programme

A series of steps that have been identified by the
applicant, or series of projects that are linked by
dependency.

Project objectives

The objectives of the project set out by the applicant.

Proposed scheme

Also known as ‘proposed development’ - a plan or
project which the applicant or promoter seeks to
implement.

Public Right of Way (PRoW)

A public right of way is a highway over which the public
have a right of access along the route, often used for
footpaths and bridleways.

Pylon

Power line supports, also referred to as towers.

RCS

Route Corridor Study: An appraisal of the high level
planning and environmental constraints to identify
potential route corridor options within a defined study
area.

Receptor

A defined individual environmental feature usually
associated with population, fauna and flora with the
potential to be affected by a project.

RES

Renewable Energy Systems Ltd (wind farm developer).

Resource

A defined but generally collective environmental feature
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usually associated with soil, water, air, climatic factors,
landscape, and material assets, including the
architectural and archaeological heritage that has
potential to be affected by a project.
RWE

Renewable Energy Systems Ltd (wind farm developer).

SAGE

Stakeholder Advisory Group on EMFs.

Semi-natural

A habitat, ecosystem, vegetation type or landscape
which has been modified by human activity but which
consists largely of native species and appears to have
similar structure and functioning to a natural type.

Significance of effect

A measure of the importance or gravity of the
environmental effect.

Significant environmental effect

An effect which is considered material to the decisionmaking process.

SM

Scheduled Monument: A scheduled monument is a
'nationally important' archaeological site or historic
building, given protection against unauthorised change.

SoCC

Statement of Community Consultation (SOCC): As
required by Section 47(2) of the Planning Act 2008.
Before we formally consult the public under the Planning
Act 2008, we set out how we will do so in a Statement of
Community Consultation (SOCC). We consult with local
authorities when we draft the SOCC so that they can
comment on how, when and with whom we consult on
projects to ensure that local concerns are addressed.

SOR

Strategic Optioneering Report (SOR).
The SOR addresses:
 An analysis of the technical options
 An overview of the technical options appraisal
approach
 An assessment of each option taking into account
technical, environmental and financial issues
 A summary and identification of the preliminary
preferred technical option.

SP Manweb

Scottish Power Manweb (DNO for North Wales).

SPA

Special Protection Area.

167

Second Interim Consultation Report

SAC

Special Area of Conservation (SAC) is an international
designation implemented under the Habitats Regulations
for the protection of habitats and (non-bird) species.

Special Protection Area

Sites designated under EU Directive (79/409/EEC) for
the conservation of wild birds.

SSSI

Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs):
The main national conservation site protection measure
in Britain designated under the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981.

Stakeholder

An organisation or individual who we believe may have a
particular interest in the project.

Statement of Common Ground

A Statement of Common Ground is prepared jointly with
the affected local authority to state clearly the areas of
agreement and difference in relation to the proposals.

Statutory consultees

Organisations that the developer is required to consult
by virtue of the EIA Regulations.

Study area

The spatial area within which environmental effects are
assessed (i.e. extending a distance from the project
footprint in which significant environmental effects are
anticipated to occur).

Substation

Electricity generated at power stations is fed into the
national grid system through associated substations.
They control the flow of power through the system by
means of transformers and switchgear, with facilities for
control, fault protection and communications.

TAN 8

Welsh Government Technical Advice Note (TAN) 8:
Planning for Renewable Energy (2005) provides advice
on:
 Renewable energy and planning
 Onshore renewable energy technologies
 Design and energy
 Implications for development plans
 Development control monitoring.

Tee point

The point at which two electrical routes connect
together.

Towers

Steel lattice towers are constructions often called pylons,
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which support overhead wires.
Undergrounding

Undergrounding involves laying electricity cables in a
trench in the ground. The trench generally needs to be
1.5m wide at ground level and 1.5m deep. The total
working area will be 16m wide.

Visual amenity

The value of a particular view or area in terms of what is
seen.

Wildlife corridor

Linear habitats/landscape features such as hedgerows
that may increase connectivity for wildlife by acting as
routes between habitat patches.

Wooden poles

Wooden poles are used to support an overhead
electricity connection.

WPD

Western Power Distribution
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Appendix B – Consultees listed in the Consultation
Strategy
B1

B2

B3

B4

Members of Parliament


Mr Jonathan Edwards



Mr Simon Hart



Mrs Nia Griffith

Assembly Members


Mr Rhodri Thomas



Mrs Angela Burns



Mr Keith Davies

Regional Assembly Members


Ms Rebecca Evans



Mr Simon Thomas



Mr Bill Powell



Mrs Joyce Watson

Local authority members


Cllr William Tyssul Evans

Llangyndeyrn



Cllr Linda Davies Evans

Llanfihangel-Ar-Arth



Cllr Eirwyn Williams

Cynwyl Gaeo



Cllr John Mansel Charles

Llanegwad



Cllr Alun Lenny

Carmarthen Town South



Cllr Jeffrey Thomas

Carmarthen Town South
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B5



Cllr Elwyn Williams

Llangunnor



Cllr Peter Hughes Griffiths

Carmarthen Town North



Cllr Gareth Owen Jones

Carmarthen Town North



Cllr Joseph Arthur Davies

Manordeilo and Salem



Cllr Pamela Ann Palmer

Abergwili



Cllr Henry Irfon Jones

Cynwyl Elfed



Cllr David Davies

Llansteffan



Cllr Lydia Mair Stephens

St. Ishmael



Cllr George Nicholas Roystan Edwards

Hengoed



Cllr Sian Mair Caiach

Hengoed



Cllr John David James

Burry Port



Cllr Patricia Ethel Mary Jones

Burry Port

Local authority planning department


B6

Carmarthenshire County Council Planning Services

Community councils


Abergwili Community Council



Bronwydd Community Council



Carmarthen Community Council



Llandyfaelog Community Council



Llanegwad Community Council



Llanelli Rural Council



Llanfihangel Rhos-y-Corn Community Council
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B7



Llanfihangel-ar-Arth Community Council



Llanfynydd Community Council



Llangain Community Council



Llangunnwr Community Council



Llangyndeyrn Community Council



Llanllawddog Community Council



Llanllwni Community Council



Llanpumsaint Community Council



Llansawel Community Council



Pembrey and Burry Port Town Council



Talley Community Council

Statutory consultees


Air Ambulance Wales



Areas Of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) Conservation Boards



Arriva Trains Wales



Brecon Beacons National Park Authority



CADW



Campaign for the Protection of Rural Wales



Carmarthenshire County Council - highways



Carmarthenshire County Council - officers



Carmarthenshire Rivers Trust



Development Control Officer Ceredigion County Council
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Development Management Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority



Dyfed Archaeological Trust



Dyfed Powys Local Resilience Forum



Dyfed Powys Police



Electricity generators with compulsory purchase order (CPO) powers



First Great Western



GTC Independent Distribution Network Operators (Independent Distribution
Network Operator)



Head of Planning City & County of Swansea



Head of Planning Pembrokeshire County Council



Hywel Dda Health Board



Mid and West Wales Fire and Rescue Service



Ministry of Defence



National Grid Electricity Transmission plc



National Grid Gas



National Trust



Natural Resources Wales



Network Rail



North Team Leader Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council



Public Gas Transporter



Public Health England



RAF Search and Rescue
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Red Kite Trust



Royal Commission on Ancient and Historical Monuments of Wales



Royal Society for the Protection of Birds



Scottish and Southern (IDNO)



South West Wales Integrated Transport Consortium (SWWITCH)



Specialist Services Manager Powys County Council



Telecoms (mobile providers)



The British Waterways Board



The Carmarthenshire Bird Club



The Civil Aviation Authority



The Coal Authority



The Commission for Sustainable Development



The Crown Estate Commissioners



The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory Committee



The Equality and Human Rights Commission



The Gas and Electricity Markets Authority



The Health and Safety Executive



The Highways Agency



The Maritime and Coastguard Agency



The Met Office



The Office of Rail Regulation and approved operators
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B8



The Rail Passengers Council



The Water Services Regulation Authority



The Wildlife Trust of South and West Wales



Velindre NHS Trust



Welsh Ambulance Service



Welsh Government – Ministers



Welsh Government - officers



Welsh Language Commissioner



Welsh Water

Local amenity user groups, interest groups and campaign groups


Abergwili Angling Club



Bike Brechfa



Bonkas 4x4 Wales



Brechfa Forest Energy Action Group (BFEAG)



Brechfa Forest Tourism Cluster Group



Carmarthen Amateur Angling Association



Carmarthen and District Angling Club



Carmarthen and District Ramblers



Carmarthen Coracle & Netsmen's Association



Carmarthenshire Riders Group



Central and North Carmarthenshire Tourism Clusters



Clwb Godre’r Mynydd Du Shooting and Fishing Club
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Cog Nation



Country Guardian



Crosshands and District Angling Association



Dinefwr Ramblers' Group



European Platform Against Windfarms



Friends of Llanllwni Mountain



Grwp Blaengwen



Gwaun Cae Gurwen Angling Association



Gwendraeth Valley Paddlers



Hawk Adventures, Llanarthney



Hills Farm Stables, Carmarthen



Llandeilo Angling Association



Llanelli Ramblers



Mynydd Llansadwrn Action Group (MLAG)



National Opposition to Windfarms (NOW)



Ramblers Cymru



British Horse Society Cymru



Towy Valley Riding Club



Towy Fishing Nantgaredig
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Appendix C – Details of meetings and briefings
C1

Monday 20 January 2014
Briefing delivered to Rebecca Evans RAM at Cardiff Bay.

C2

Thursday 30 January 2014
Briefing delivered to Carmarthenshire County Council officers and representatives
from Natural Resources Wales in Carmarthen.

C3

Monday 10 February 2014
Briefing delivered to Jonathan Edwards MP.

C4

Monday 10 February 2014
Briefing delivered to Carmarthenshire County Council Leadership Group to discuss
the alignment options within preferred route corridors ahead of Stage 2
Consultation:
Attendees were:

C5



Pam Palmer, Deputy Leader



Peter Hughes Griffiths, Leader of Plaid Cymru Group



Eifion Bowen (Head of Planning).

Monday 10 February 2014
Briefing delivered to affected Carmarthenshire County Council ward members to
discuss the alignment options within preferred route corridor(s) ahead of Stage 2
consultation. Attendees were:


Cllr Elwyn Williams



Cllr Charles Mansel
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C6



Cllr Tyssul Evans



Eifion Bowen (Head of Planning).

Wednesday 12 February 2014
Briefing delivered FUW Wales County Executive Officer, David Waters.

C7

Friday 21 February 2014
Briefing delivered to:


Ron Loveland - Energy Advisor to the Welsh Government



Wendy Boddington - Head of Sustainable Energy & Industry Group at Cathays
Park.

C8

Wednesday 5 March 2014
Workshop for statutory consultees at the Ivy Bush, Carmarthen

C9

Monday 7 April 2014
Briefing delivered to Simon Hart MP in Westminster.
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Appendix D – The details of specific landowner
exhibition events:
Date

Time

Venue

Monday 24 February 2014

3pm to 8pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY

Tuesday 25 February 2014

3pm to 8pm

Carmarthen Quins Rugby Club
Morfa Lane
Carmarthen
SA31 3AX

Tuesday 4 March 2014

2pm to 6.30pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Wednesday 5 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Saturday 8 March 2014

10am to 4pm

The Ivy Bush Hotel
Spilman Street
Carmarthen
SA31 1LG
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Appendix E – The details of the public exhibition
events:
Date

Time

Venue

Thursday 6 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Wednesday 12 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY

Thursday 13 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Thursday 20 March 2014

St Peter’s Civic Hall

3pm to 8pm

1 Nott Square
Carmarthen
SA31 1PG
Friday 21 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Saturday 22 March 2014

10am to 4pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY
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Wednesday 26 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Saturday 29 March 2014

10am to 3pm

The Ivy Bush Hotel
Spilman Street
Carmarthen
SA31 1LG
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Appendix F – Advertising and publicity for Stage 2
Consultation
F1

Advertising poster published in the Carmarthen Journal and used on
community noticeboards
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F2

Invitation leaflet sent to properties within 3km of the route alignment options
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Appendix G – Locations for inspection copies
Inspection copies of project documents were available to view at the following
locations:
G1

Carmarthenshire County Council Offices
Carmarthenshire County Council, 3 Spilman Street, Carmarthen SA31 1LQ
(Opening hours: Monday to Thursday 8.45am to 5.00pm, Friday 8.45am to 4.30pm)

G2

Carmarthen Library
St Peters Street, Carmarthen SA31 1LN
(Opening hours: Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday: 9.30am to 7.00pm,
Thursday and Saturday: 9.30am to 5.00pm)

G3

Penbontbren Stores
Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire SA33 6BZ
(Opening hours: Monday to Saturday 8.00am to 8.00pm, Sunday 9.00am to
1.00pm)

G4

Gwalia Garage
Peniel Road, Llanllawddog, Carmarthenshire SA32 7DR
(Opening hours: Monday to Sunday 7am to 8pm)

G5

Brechfa Community Shop
Brechfa, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire SA32 7QY
(Opening hours: Monday and Thursday 9.00am to 1.00pm, Tuesday and Saturday
9.00am to 12.00pm)
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G6

Premier Stores, Pencader
Y Bryn, Pencader, Carmarthenshire SA39 9HA
(Opening hours: Monday to Saturday 6.30am to 10pm, Sunday 7.30am to 10pm)

G7

Peniel Community School
Peniel, Carmarthen SA32 7AB
(Opening hours: Monday to Friday 9.00am to 3.00pm).
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Appendix H – Stakeholder and public correspondence
sent during Stage 2 Consultation
Letter
reference

Recipient

Context

Date sent

BFC/AH/041

All residential properties and
businesses within the
consultation zone

Introduction to Stage 2
Consultation

29/01/2014

BFC/AH/042

Pembrey & Burry Port Town
Council and Llanelli Rural
Council

Offer of briefing for Stage 2
Consultation

10/02/2014

BFC/AH/044

Landowners

Advising dates for
Landowner events

13/02/2014

BFC/AH/045

Statutory Consultees, Ward
Councillors, MPs, AMs &
RAMs and Community
Council Clerks

Letter accompanying Stage
2 Consultation Invitation
Leaflet

13/02/2014

BFC/AH/048

Statutory Consultees

Requesting completed
reply slip and consultation
feedback

21/02/2014

BFC/AH/049

Additional Landowners
identified

Advising dates for
Landowner events

21/02/2014

BFC/AH/051

Planning Inspectorate

Advising start of Stage 2
Consultation with document
disc, leaflet and feedback
form

28/02/2014

BFC/AH/056

People responding to Stage
2 Consultation

Acknowledgement of hard
copy consultation
responses

Various
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FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

30 January 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/041

Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on alignment options

I am writing to let you know about the start of our Stage 2 Consultation because you may
potentially be affected by one of the routes we have identified.
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, which were publicly announced on
10 January 2014, our engineers and environmental consultants have been working to
determine where they might put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within
these corridors. The identification of these alignments is now complete.
Our consultation on the alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will
run for eight weeks. During the consultation we will be asking local communities, statutory
consultees, elected representatives, local amenity user groups, landowners and people with
an interest in the land to have their say on these alignment options for the proposed
132,000 volt line.
We will invite all those potentially affected by the alignments to a series of open events at
various venues between Brechfa Forest and Llandyfaelog. At these events, we will focus
on seeking feedback and comments on the identified alignment options within the preferred
route corridors. We will write to you again with further details of the alignments and
information on the open events at the start of consultation on 17 February 2014.
We will publicise the consultation widely through local newspapers and we will be placing
posters on community noticeboards and depositing copies of the relevant project
documents at various public venues along the preferred corridors. The consultation
information will also be available and downloadable on the project website
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Cont.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

If you have any questions relating the project, please contact us by phoning our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

30 Ionawr 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/041
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Ail Gam yr Ymgynghoriad ynglŷn â llinelliadau
posibl
Gan ei bod hi’n bosib y gallech chi gael eich effeithio gan un o’r llwybrau a ddynodwyd
gennym, ysgrifennaf atoch i’ch hysbysu bod Ail Gam ein Hymgynghoriad ar fin dechrau.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir mewn datganiad cyhoeddus ar 10 Ionawr 2014, mae ein
peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi bod yn ystyried lle gallant osod llinell
bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn llinelliad, o fewn y coridorau hyn. Mae’r gwaith o ddynodi’r
llinelliadau hyn wedi’i gwblhau yn awr.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror
2014, a bydd yn para am wyth wythnos. Yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad, byddwn yn gofyn i
gymunedau lleol, cynghorau cymuned, ymgynghoreion statudol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig,
grwpiau defnyddwyr mwynderau lleol, tirfeddianwyr a phobl sydd â diddordeb yn y tir, ddod i
fynegi eu barn ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl hyn ar gyfer y llinell 132,000 folt arfaethedig.
Byddwn yn gwahodd pawb a allai gael eu heffeithio gan y llinelliadau i gyfres o
ddigwyddiadau agored mewn amrywiol leoliadau rhwng Coedwig Brechfa a Llandyfaelog.
Yn y digwyddiadau hyn, byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar gael adborth a sylwadau ynglŷn â’r
llinelliadau posibl a ddynodwyd o fewn y coridorau a ffafrir. Byddwn yn ysgrifennu atoch eto
gyda mwy o fanylion ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau ynghyd â gwybodaeth am y digwyddiadau
agored pan fydd yr ymgynghoriad yn dechrau ar 17 Chwefror 2014.
Byddwn yn hysbysebu’r ymgynghoriad yn helaeth yn y papurau newydd lleol a byddwn yn
gosod posteri ar hysbysfyrddau cymunedol ac yn gadael copïau o ddogfennau perthnasol y
prosiect mewn amrywiol leoliadau cyhoeddus ar hyd y coridorau a ffafrir. Bydd gwybodaeth
am yr ymgynghoriad hefyd ar gael i’w lawrlwytho oddi ar wefan y prosiect
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau ynglŷn â’r prosiiect, mae croeso i chi gysylltu â ni
drwy ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu anfon e-bost at
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

Tel: 0800 019 3518

10 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/042

Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on alignment options
I am writing to provide an update on the project and to let you know about Stage 2
Consultation on the alignment options.
On 10 January 2014 we announced our preferred route corridors to connect the wind farms
to the existing overhead line near Llandyfaelog. Following the identification of these
preferred corridors our engineers and environmental consultants identified where we might
put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within these corridors. The
identification of these alignments is now complete.
Our consultation on the route alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and
will run for eight weeks. During the consultation we will be inviting all those potentially
affected within the preferred corridors to a series of open events and to have their say on
these route alignment options for the proposed 132,000 volt line.
As you will be aware, in order to connect the new 132kV line near Llandyfaelog we will need
to carry out additional work on existing overhead lines near Burry Port. This will involve
putting two short connections that run parallel to each other between existing electricity
towers that are located near the New Lodge Substation.
At this stage of the project, we have not yet established exactly which towers we will
connect or whether the connection will be using overhead lines, underground cables or a
combination of both. This additional work will be consulted on during Stage 3 of the
consultation process and will involve your community council, members of the public and
the statutory consultees potentially affected by this additional work.
Although Burry Port is not directly affected at this second stage of the consultation process,
I am mindful that your community council may appreciate a briefing on the project. If you
would like to arrange a briefing, please let us know by either phoning our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

In addition, all the consultation information will be available and downloadable from Monday,
17 February on the project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

10 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/042

Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Cam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar opsiynau alinio
Ysgrifennaf i roi’r wybodaeth ddiweddaraf am y prosiect ac i roi gwybod i chi am Gam 2 yr
Ymgynghoriad ar opsiynau alinio.
Ar 10 Ionawr 2014 bu i ni gyhoeddi'r coridorau llwybr a gaiff eu ffafrio gennym ar gyfer
cysylltu’r ffermydd gwynt â’r llinell uwchben gyfredol ger Llandyfaelog. Ar ôl canfod y
coridorau hyn a gaiff eu ffafrio, nododd ein peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol lle
y gallem osod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn aliniad, o fewn y coridorau hyn. Yr
ydym bellach wedi cwblhau canfod yr aliniadau hyn.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau o ran alinio’r llwybr yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17
Chwefror 2014 ac yn parhau am wyth wythnos. Yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad byddwn yn
gwahodd pawb a allai o bosibl gael eu heffeithio o fewn y coridorau sy’n cael eu ffafrio
gennym, i gyfres o ddigwyddiadau agored i gael dweud eu dweud ar yr opsiynau alinio hyn
ar gyfer y llinell 132,000 folt arfaethedig.
Fel y byddwch yn ymwybodol, er mwyn cysylltu’r llinell 132kV newydd ger Llandyfaelog,
bydd angen i ni wneud gwaith ychwanegol ar linellau uwchben presennol ger Porth Tywyn.
Bydd hyn yn cynnwys gosod dau gysylltiad byr sy’n rhedeg ochr yn ochr â’i gilydd rhwng
tyrau trydan presennol a leolir ger is-orsaf New Lodge.
Yn y cam hwn o’r prosiect, nid ydym eto wedi sefydlu’n union pa dyrau y byddwn yn eu
cysylltu neu a fydd y cysylltiad yn un fydd yn defnyddio llinellau uwchben, ceblau
tanddaearol neu gyfuniad o’r ddau. Byddwn yn ymgynghori ar y gwaith ychwanegol hwn yn
ystod Cam 3 y broses ymgynghori ac yn cynnwys eich cyngor cymuned, aelodau o’r
cyhoedd a’r ymgynghoreion statudol a allai o bosibl gael eu heffeithio gan y gwaith
ychwanegol hwn.
Er nad yw Porth Tywyn yn cael ei effeithio’n uniongyrchol gan y ail gam hwn o’r broses
ymgynghori, rwy’n ymwybodol y gallai eich cyngor cymuned werthfawrogi cael ei friffio am y
prosiect. Os gwelwch yn dda, a wnewch roi gwybod i ni os hoffech gyfarfod drwy un ai
ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu drwy e-bostio
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Yn ogystal, bydd holl wybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad ar gael i’w lwytho o ddydd Llun, 17
Chwefror ar wefan y prosiect www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post code

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

13 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/044
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Invitation to landowner events as part of Stage 2
Consultation on route alignment options
I am writing to let you know about the start of our Stage 2 Consultation because your land may
potentially be affected by one of the routes we have identified for a proposed 132,000 volt line (132
kV).
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, our engineers and environmental consultants
have been working to determine route options where they might put an overhead power line, also
called route alignment options. The identification of these route alignment options is now complete
and can be viewed on the map in the enclosed leaflet.
Our consultation on these route alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will
run for eight weeks, closing on Friday, 11 April 2014.
During the eight week consultation period, we are holding a series of specific landowner events and
are asking landowners to attend these events, to come and talk us and have their say on these
route alignment options for the proposed 132 kV line. At the events, we will focus on discussing
land rights and the associated guidance and will be seeking your feedback and comments on the
identified route alignment options. The list of these specific events for landowners is enclosed.
During this consultation period, we are also holding a series of public consultation events and
inviting local communities, statutory consultees, elected representatives and local amenity user
groups potentially affected by these proposals to have their say on the route alignment options. The
details of the public events can be viewed in the enclosed leaflet.
All the consultation information will also be available and downloadable from Monday, 17 February
on the project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
We look forward to meeting you at the landowner events, but if you have any questions relating the
project, please contact us by phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by
emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post code

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

13 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/044
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Gwahoddiad i ddigwyddiadau ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr fel
rhan o Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr
Rwy'n ysgrifennu i roi gwybod ichi fod Cam 2 ein Hymgynghoriad ar fin dechrau oherwydd mae'n
bosib y bydd un o'r llwybrau rydym wedi'u nodi ar gyfer llinell 132,000 folt (132kV) yn effeithio ar
eich tir chi.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir, mae ein peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi mynd
ati i bennu’r opsiynau llwybr lle byddai'n bosib gosod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn opsiynau
alinio llwybr. Mae’r gwaith o bennu’r opsiynau alinio llwybr hyn bellach wedi cael ei gwblhau a gellir
eu gweld ar y map sydd yn y daflen amgaeedig.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr hyn yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014
ac yn para am wyth wythnos, gan ddod i ben ddydd Gwener, 11 Ebrill 2014.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori o wyth wythnos, byddwn yn cynnal cyfres o ddigwyddiadau yn
benodol ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr a gofynnwn i dirfeddianwyr ddod i'r digwyddiadau hyn. Dewch draw i
siarad â ni ac i gael dweud eich dweud am yr opsiynau alinio llwybr sydd dan sylw ar gyfer y llinell
132kV arfaethedig. Yn y digwyddiadau, byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar drafod hawliau tir a chanllawiau
cysylltiedig a byddwn yn gofyn am adborth a sylwadau gennych ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr a
bennwyd. Mae rhestr o’r digwyddiadau penodol hyn am dirfeddianwyr yn amgaeedig.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori byddwn hefyd yn cynnal nifer o ddigwyddiadau ymgynghori
cyhoeddus ac yn gwahodd cymunedau lleol, ymgyngoreion statudol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig a
grwpiau defnyddwyr amwynderau lleol y gallai'r cynigion hyn effeithio arnynt i ddweud eu dweud am
yr opsiynau alinio llwybr. Mae manylion y digwyddiadau cyhoeddus i’w gweld yn y daflen
amgaeedig.
Yn ogystal, bydd holl wybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad ar gael i’w llwytho i lawr o ddydd Llun, 17
Chwefror ymlaen ar wefan y prosiect www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Edrychwn ymlaen at eich cyfarfod yn y digwyddiadau i dirfeddianwyr, ond os oes gennych unrhyw
gwestiynau ynglŷn â'r prosiect, cofiwch gysylltu â ni drwy ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar
0800 019 3518 neu drwy e-bostio info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

13 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/045
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on alignment options
I am writing to let you know about the start of our Stage 2 Consultation because your organisation is
a statutory consultee for this project.
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, which were publicly announced on
10 January 2014, our engineers and environmental consultants have been working to determine
where they might put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within these corridors. The
identification of these alignments is now complete.
Our consultation on the alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will run for
eight weeks. During the consultation we will be asking statutory consultees, local communities,
local amenity user groups, elected representatives, landowners and people with an interest in the
land to have their say on these alignment options for the proposed 132,000 volt line.
We will invite all those potentially affected by the alignments to a series of open events at various
venues between Brechfa Forest and Llandyfaelog. At these events, we will focus on seeking
feedback and comments on the identified alignment options within the preferred route corridors. We
will write to you again with further details of the alignments and information on the open events at
the start of consultation on 17 February 2014.
We will publicise the consultation widely through local newspapers and we will be placing posters on
community noticeboards and depositing copies of the relevant project documents at various public
venues along the preferred corridors. The consultation information will also be available and
downloadable on the project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
If you have any questions relating the project, please contact us by phoning our community relations
team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Name
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PostCode

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

13 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/045
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Ail Gam yr Ymgynghoriad ynglŷn â llinelliadau posibl
Gan fod eich sefydliad yn un o ymgynghoreion statudol y prosiect hwn, ysgrifennaf atoch i’ch
hysbysu bod Ail Gam ein Hymgynghoriad ar fin dechrau.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir mewn datganiad cyhoeddus ar 10 Ionawr 2014, mae ein peirianwyr
a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi bod yn ystyried lle gallant osod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir
hefyd yn llinelliad, o fewn y coridorau hyn. Mae’r gwaith o ddynodi’r llinelliadau hyn wedi’i gwblhau
yn awr.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014, a
bydd yn para am wyth wythnos. Yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad, byddwn yn gofyn i ymgynghoreion
statudol, cymunedau lleol, grwpiau defnyddwyr mwynderau lleol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig,
tirfeddianwyr a phobl sydd â diddordeb yn y tir, ddod i fynegi eu barn ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl
hyn ar gyfer y llinell 132,000 folt arfaethedig.
Byddwn yn gwahodd pawb a allai gael eu heffeithio gan y llinelliadau i gyfres o ddigwyddiadau
agored mewn amrywiol leoliadau rhwng Coedwig Brechfa a Llandyfaelog. Yn y digwyddiadau hyn,
byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar gael adborth a sylwadau ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl a ddynodwyd o
fewn y coridorau a ffafrir. Byddwn yn ysgrifennu atoch eto gyda mwy o fanylion ynglŷn â’r
llinelliadau ynghyd â gwybodaeth am y digwyddiadau agored pan fydd yr ymgynghoriad yn dechrau
ar 17 Chwefror 2014.
Byddwn yn hysbysebu’r ymgynghoriad yn helaeth yn y papurau newydd lleol a byddwn yn gosod
posteri ar hysbysfyrddau cymunedol ac yn gadael copïau o ddogfennau perthnasol y prosiect mewn
amrywiol leoliadau cyhoeddus ar hyd y coridorau a ffafrir. Bydd gwybodaeth am yr ymgynghoriad
hefyd ar gael i’w lawrlwytho oddi ar wefan y prosiect www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau ynglŷn â’r prosiiect, mae croeso i chi gysylltu â ni drwy
ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu anfon e-bost at
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518
Organisation
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post Code
21 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/048
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on route alignment options
I wrote to you on 14 February 2014 to let you know that the second stage of consultation on
route alignment options was starting on Monday, 17 February 2014.
In my letter I asked you to complete a reply slip to record that you had received the letter and
the disk containing Stage 2 Consultation materials. Please accept my apologies as I
understand the reply slip was not enclosed as indicated.
I would be grateful if you take a few minutes to complete the enclosed reply slip to record
that you received the consultation materials even if you do not intend to submit a response
to Stage 2 Consultation. In addition, could you please also let us know whether or not you
wish to attend the stakeholder workshop which is being held on Wednesday, 5 March 2014
at the Ivy Bush Hotel, Carmarthen between 10am to 2pm?
As statutory consultees for this project, under the Planning Act 2008, we would very much
like to receive your feedback and comments on the route alignment options and the work
which has been undertaken to date.
Should you have any queries, please let us know by either phoning our community relations
team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Organisation
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post Code

Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

21 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/048
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Cam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar opsiynau alinio llwybr
Ysgrifennais atoch ar 14 Chwefror 2014 i roi gwybod i chi fod ail gam yr ymgynghoriad ar
opsiynau alinio llwybr yn dechrau ar ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014.
Yn fy llythyr gofynnais i chi lenwi taflen ymateb i gofnodi eich bod wedi cael y llythyr a’r disg
sy’n cynnwys deunyddiau Cam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad. Carwn ymddiheuro oherwydd, fel rwy’n
deall, ni chafodd y daflen ymateb ei chynnwys fel nodwyd.
Byddwn yn ddiolchgar pe gallech dreulio ychydig funudau’n llenwi'r daflen ymateb
amgaeedig i gofnodi eich bod wedi cael y deunyddiau ymgynghori, hyd yn oed os nad ydych
yn bwriadu cyflwyno ymateb i Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad. Hefyd, a fyddech cystal â gadael i ni
wybod a ydych chi’n dymuno dod i’r gweithdy i randdeiliaid, a gynhelir ar ddydd Mercher, 5
Mawrth 2014, yng Ngwesty’r Ivy Bush, Caerfyrddin, rhwng 10am a 2pm?
Fel un o ymgyngoreion statudol y prosiect hwn, o dan Ddeddf Cynllunio 2008, byddem yn
falch iawn o gael eich adborth a’ch sylwadau ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr a’r gwaith a wnaed
hyd yma.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw ymholiadau, cofiwch gysylltwch â'n tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol
drwy ffonio 0800 019 3518 neu drwy anfon e-bost at info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Amg.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB
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Address 3
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Post code

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

21 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/049
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Invitation to landowner events as part of Stage 2
Consultation on route alignment options
One of our project team representatives recently visited you to discuss how your land may potentially be
affected by one of the routes we have identified for a proposed 132,000 volt line (132 kV). I am writing to
tell you about the landowner events we are holding as part of Stage 2 Consultation.
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, our engineers and environmental consultants have
been working to determine route options where they might put an overhead power line, also called route
alignment options. The identification of these route alignment options is now complete.
Our consultation on these route alignment options started on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will run for
eight weeks, closing on Friday, 11 April 2014.
During the eight week consultation period, we are holding a series of specific landowner events and are
asking landowners to attend these events, to come and talk us and have their say on these route
alignment options for the proposed 132 kV line. At the events, we will focus on discussing land rights
and the associated guidance and will be seeking your feedback and comments on the identified route
alignment options. There will also be a pack of information for you to take away which provides
information on the project and to assist you in the process. The list of these specific events for
landowners is enclosed.
During this consultation period, we are also holding a series of public consultation events and inviting
local communities, statutory consultees, elected representatives and local amenity user groups
potentially affected by these proposals to have their say on the route alignment options. The details of
the public events can be viewed in the leaflet you will already have received.
All the consultation information is also available and downloadable on the project website
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
I look forward to meeting you at the landowner events, but if you have any questions relating the project,
please contact us by phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Name
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Post code

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

21 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/049
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Gwahoddiad i ddigwyddiadau ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr fel rhan o
Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr
Daeth un o gynrychiolwyr ein tîm prosiect i’ch gweld chi’n ddiweddar i drafod sut mae’n bosib y bydd un o’r
llwybrau rydym wedi’u nodi ar gyfer llinell 132,000 folt (132kV) arfaethedig yn effeithio ar eich tir. Rwy’n
ysgrifennu atoch i roi gwybod i chi am y digwyddiadau rydym yn eu cynnal ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr fel rhan o
Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir, mae ein peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi mynd ati i bennu’r
opsiynau llwybr lle byddai'n bosib gosod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn opsiynau alinio llwybr. Yr
ydym bellach wedi cwblhau’r broses o ganfod yr opsiynau alinio llwybr.
Dechreuodd ein hymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr hyn ar ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014 a bydd yn
para am wyth wythnos, gan ddod i ben ar ddydd Gwener, 11 Ebrill 2014.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori o wyth wythnos, byddwn yn cynnal cyfres o ddigwyddiadau yn benodol ar gyfer
tirfeddianwyr a gofynnwn i dirfeddianwyr ddod i'r digwyddiadau hyn. Dewch draw i siarad â ni ac i gael dweud
eich dweud am yr opsiynau alinio llwybr sydd dan sylw ar gyfer y llinell 132kV arfaethedig. Yn y
digwyddiadau, byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar drafod hawliau tir a chanllawiau cysylltiedig a byddwn yn gofyn am
adborth a sylwadau gennych ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr a bennwyd. Bydd pecyn o wybodaeth ar gael i chi
ei gadw, i ddarparu gwybodaeth i chi am y prosiect, ac i’ch helpu chi yn y broses. Mae rhestr o’r
digwyddiadau penodol ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr ynghlwm.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori byddwn hefyd yn cynnal nifer o ddigwyddiadau ymgynghori cyhoeddus ac yn
gwahodd cymunedau lleol, ymgyngoreion statudol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig a grwpiau defnyddwyr
amwynderau lleol y gallai'r cynigion hyn effeithio arnynt i ddweud eu dweud am yr opsiynau alinio llwybr.
Mae manylion y digwyddiadau cyhoeddus i’w gweld yn y daflen amgaeedig y byddwch eisoes wedi’i derbyn.
Bydd holl wybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad ar gael i’w llwytho oddi ar wefan y prosiect
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Edrychaf ymlaen at eich cyfarfod yn y digwyddiadau i dirfeddianwyr, ond os oes gennych unrhyw gwestiynau
ynglŷn â'r prosiect, cofiwch gysylltu â ni drwy ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu
drwy e-bostio info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Western Power Distribution
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ms Kathryn Powell
Infrastructure Planning Lead
Major Applications and Plan Directorate
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Tel: 0800 019 3518

28 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/051
Dear Kathryn
Brechfa Forest Connection Project - Consultation on route alignment options
Further to our recent conversation during which I provided an outline of the route alignment options
consultation process which we would be undertaking between 17th February and 11th April 2014,
please find enclosed a disk containing all of the reports which we have produced to accompany the
consultation. Also enclosed is one of the consultation leaflets which have been sent to all
households and businesses within 3km of the alignment options, a feedback form for this stage of
consultation and a list of the statutory consultees which we are consulting with.
I trust that the enclosed information is of interest and should you require hard copies of the reports,
clarification on any matter or have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

David Kenyon
Technical Director
Direct Line – 01743 342061
Email – david.kenyon@amec.com

Encs.
Disk of consultation reports
Information leaflet
Feedback form
List of statutory consultees

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Post Code

Tel: 0800 019 3518

Ref: BFC/AH/056
15 April 2014

Dear
Thank you for your response to Stage 2 Consultation on the proposed Brechfa Forest
Connection Project, which was received on XX XXXXX 2014.
All responses received will be recorded on our consultation database and detailed analysis of
those responses carried out. We will then use all relevant responses received to help select
a route alignment to connect the wind farms to the connection point near Llandyfaelog,
alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information.
We will announce our preferred route alignment in summer 2014 and our assessment of the
options and the selection of a preferred route alignment for the wind farm connection will be
described in a second Interim Consultation Report. The report will provide a summary of the
relevant responses and will explain how the feedback received during this stage of
consultation fed in to the decision making process and the methods used to review the
options.
The third and final stage of consultation will take place in autumn 2014 and we will invite all
those potentially affected to take part and provide feedback on our final route alignment.
Thank you for your interest in this project.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Post Code

Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

Cyf: BFC/AH/056
15 Ebrill 2014

Annwyl
Diolch ichi am eich ymateb i Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar Brosiect arfaethedig Cyswllt
Coedwig Brechfa, a ddaeth i law ar XX XXXXX 2014.
Bydd pob ymateb a gawn yn cael ei gofnodi ar gronfa ddata'r ymgynghoriad a byddwn yn eu
dadansoddi'n fanwl. Byddwn wedyn yn defnyddio pob ymateb perthnasol i’n helpu i ddewis
aliniad llwybr i gysylltu’r ffermydd gwynt i’r pwynt cysylltu ger Llandyfaelog, ochr yn ochr â
gwybodaeth dechnegol, amgylcheddol, economaidd a chymdeithasol arall.
Byddwn yn cyhoeddi’r aliniad llwybr a ffafrir yn ystod haf 2014 a byddwn yn egluro ein
hasesiad o'r opsiynau a'r dewis o aliniad llwybr ar gyfer cysylltu’r ffermydd gwynt yn ein hail
Adroddiad Interim ar yr Ymgynghoriad. Bydd yr adroddiad yn rhoi crynodeb o’r ymatebion
perthnasol ac yn egluro sut mae’r adborth a gawsom yn ystod y cam hwn o’r ymgynghoriad
wedi cyfrannu at y broses gwneud penderfyniadau a’r dulliau a ddefnyddiwyd i adolygu’r
opsiynau.
Cynhelir trydydd cam yr ymgynghoriad, sef y cam olaf, yn ystod hydref 2014. Byddwn yn
gwahodd pawb a allai gael eu heffeithio i gymryd rhan a rhoi adborth ar yr aliniad llwybr
terfynol.
Diolch i chi am eich diddordeb yn y prosiect hwn.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB
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Contact information

11.1

Various methods of contact will be available throughout the consultation
process including:


Web: www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest



Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk



Post: FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION



Freephone: 0800 019 3518



Twitter: @WPD_Brechfa
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Executive summary


This document reports on the Stage 2 Consultation undertaken by Western Power
Distribution (WPD) on the route alignment options to connect two proposed wind
farms in the Brechfa Forest area of Carmarthenshire.



A third wind farm, Bryn Llywelyn, was proposed by Renewable Energy Systems
(RES), but following refusal of planning permission and dismissal of their appeal,
RES has now withdrawn its connection application therefore removing the need to
consider, or report on, this element of the connection any further.



WPD invited over 250 landowners and 11,700 households and businesses to take
part in the consultation and briefed various elected representatives over the eightweek consultation period.



WPD held 13 exhibition events which were attended by around 600 landowners and
members of the public.



A total of 273 responses were received during this second stage of consultation of
which 209 were from members of the public with the rest coming from statutory
consultees, elected representatives and other organisations.



Chapters 1 to 3 of the report provide background on WPD, background on the
project, the details of consultation carried out to date and Stage 2 Consultation
itself. Chapters 4 and 5 explain how the responses received were recorded and
managed and chapters 6 and 7 detail the issues raised in responses submitted by
consultees and members of the public. Chapter 8 of this report provides WPD’s
responses to the comments and questions received from statutory consultees and
the public during this stage of consultation.



Chapter 9 provides the conclusions and next steps and includes the details of the
alignment options selected to take forward to the final design stage.
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1

Introduction

1.1

Purpose of this document

1.1.1

This report comprises Western Power Distribution’s feedback report on Stage 2
Consultation with prescribed statutory consultees including the local authority,
community councils, elected representatives (MPs, AMs and local authority
members), landowners and those with an interest in the land (described as
Persons with an Interest on the Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008), the public,
local communities, businesses and local amenity user groups. The purpose of the
consultation was to gather feedback on the route alignment options to connect the
proposed wind farms to the electricity network.

1.1.2

This document:


Reports on the Stage 2 Consultation undertaken by Western Power
Distribution (WPD) between Monday, 17 February 2014 and Friday,
11 April 2014



Details the issues raised in responses submitted by consultees and members
of the public



Reports how WPD has responded to the consultation to date



Reports how consultation feedback will inform and influence the decision as to
which alignment option is selected to connect the wind farms alongside other
technical, environmental, social and economic information.

1.1.3

This Stage 2 Consultation Report will inform the final Consultation Report which
ultimately will be provided to the Planning Inspectorate for acceptance and
subsequent examination, as required under Section 37(3) (c) of the Planning Act
2008 when an application for a Development Consent Order (DCO) is made to the
Planning Inspectorate, anticipated to be in early 2015.

1.2

Structure of the report

1.2.1

The first two chapters of this report explain the purpose of the document, WPD’s
3
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role and its commitment to engagement and consultation, before outlining the
project and how it has developed to date.
1.2.2

Chapter 3 provides a detailed summary of how the consultation strategy was
developed, who WPD consulted with and how consultation was delivered.
Chapter 4 describes how responses received during this stage of consultation
were managed and Chapter 5 provides an overview of those responses.

1.2.3

Chapters 6 and 7 provide detailed information on the responses received from
both statutory consultees and members of the public. Chapter 8 of this report
provides WPD’s responses to the responses received from statutory consultees
and the public during this stage of consultation.

1.2.4

Chapter 9 explains the conclusions drawn by WPD and the next steps in the
consultation process. The final chapter, Chapter 10, contains the document
appendices.

1.3

Western Power Distribution's role

1.3.1

WPD is the Distribution Network Operator (DNO) for the Midlands, South Wales
and the South West and holder of an electricity distribution licence issued in
accordance with the provisions of the Electricity Act 1989 as amended by the
Utilities Act 2000.

1.3.2

The role of the company is to distribute electricity using WPD’s own network of
substations, overhead lines and underground cables, from the national grid to the
metering point of the electricity supply companies or their customers.

1.3.3

WPD is a regulated business and operates under a licence granted by Ofgem, the
Office of Gas and Electricity Markets. The company must maintain an efficient,
coordinated and economical system of electricity distribution. While doing this,
WPD must also reduce the impact of its proposals on the wider environment.

1.3.4

Under its licence WPD is required, when requested, to provide connections for
new customers, including electricity generators such as wind farm developers.

1.4

Western Power Distribution’s commitment to engagement and consultation

1.4.1

Western Power Distribution and its project team make the following commitments
to engagement and consultation:
4
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We will be open and transparent in our engagement with the local community
and key stakeholders



We will make information available in a range of formats



We will make all public materials and summaries of technical documents
available in both Welsh and English



We will liaise with Carmarthenshire County Council, community councils and
representatives of hard-to-reach groups to identify any potential individuals or
groups that might be affected by the proposals but might not engage and for
whom special effort will be required



Each stage of consultation will last for a minimum of 28 days



We will publicise the consultation events at least seven days in advance



We will record, respond to where appropriate, and report on all material issues
raised during the consultation process



We will continue to engage with the local community, local authorities and
other key stakeholders regardless of the formal defined periods of consultation



We will review the arrangements for consultation throughout the process and
assess their effectiveness on a regular basis



We will remain open to suggestions as to how best to communicate with the
local community throughout the consultation process.
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2

Introduction to the project

2.1

Project need

2.1.1

Under its obligation to connect new power generation to the distribution network, in
February 2011 WPD made new connection offers to two wind farm developers,
RWE Innogy (RWE) and Renewable Energy Systems (RES), for three proposed
wind farms in and around Brechfa Forest, to the north of Carmarthen in South
Wales.

2.1.2

The first is a wind farm to be built by RWE npower renewables Limited (RWE
NRL) at Brechfa Forest West (centred on the Afon Pib valley, east of Alltwalis).
Owing to the size of the proposed wind farm it is classified as a Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP). It received consent from the Secretary of
State for Energy and Climate Change in March 2013. The second wind farm,
Brechfa Forest East, is also proposed by RWE NRL. It received consent from
Carmarthenshire County Council in December 2013 under the Town and Country
Planning (England and Wales) Act 1990.

2.1.3

A third wind farm, Bryn Llywelyn, was proposed by Renewable Energy Systems
(RES), but was refused planning permission by Carmarthenshire County Council
in November 2012. RES appealed the decision and in autumn 2013 the appeal
was heard at a local public inquiry. In May 2014 Welsh Government dismissed the
appeal, therefore refusing planning permission for the wind farm. RES
subsequently withdrew its connection application in early June 2014, therefore
removing the need to consider this element of the connection any further.

2.1.4

The two consented wind farms have a combined capacity of up to 120 megawatts
(MW). They are:
Wind farm

2.1.5

Number of turbines

Megawatts (Max)

Developer

Brechfa West

28

84 MW

RWE

Brechfa East

12

36 MW

RWE

Following the applications, WPD carried out a review of the engineering options
available to connect the proposed wind farms to the existing WPD electricity
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distribution network, and to identify the preferred option for the connection that
would be taken forward.
2.1.6

The system studies identified the voltage should be 132,000 volt (132kV) as this is
the most efficient at carrying large amounts of generated electricity over distance.

2.1.7

In order to comply with its regulatory obligation to provide the most cost effective
new connection to the proposed wind farms, WPD determined, in conjunction with
the wind farm developers, that the new connection should be constructed as a
single circuit 132kV overhead line using twin wood poles.

2.2

Project development to date

2.2.1

In summer 2013, WPD carried out Stage 1 Consultation and engaged with
community councils, specialist statutory bodies and with local amenity user groups
to gather information which helped inform the selection of our preferred route
corridors to connect the wind farms to the electricity network. We also consulted
with statutory bodies on early stage preliminary environmental information (PEI)
gathered by WPD’s environmental consultants, RSK, for feedback and comment.
The preferred route corridors were identified and publically announced in
January 2014.

2.2.2

Following the identification of these preferred corridors our engineers and
environmental consultants identified where we might put an overhead power line,
also called an alignment, within these corridors.

2.2.3

During Stage 2 Consultation, which was carried out over an eight-week period
from Monday, 17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014, WPD engaged with all
consultees involved in first stage plus members of the public, residents,
businesses, landowners and those with an interest on the land (described as
Persons with an Interest in the Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008) to gather
feedback on the proposed route alignment options to connect the wind farms to
the electricity network. The PEI gathered for the route alignment options was also
presented and comments and feedback sought on its content.

2.2.4

WPD widely advertised Stage 2 Consultation throughout the area and information
on where adverts were placed can be found in Appendix G.

2.2.5

During the eight-week consultation period, WPD delivered a series of public
exhibition events and specific events for landowners and PILs. Around 600 people
7
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attended the 13 events.
2.2.6

Stage 2 Consultation closed on Friday, 11 April 2014. Detailed analysis of the
comments and feedback responses has been carried out. Along with other
technical, environmental, social and economic information, all relevant responses
received during Stage 2 Consultation have been used to help determine the
selection of the preferred route alignment which was announced in July 2014.

2.3

Strategic options and corridor development

2.3.1

To determine connection options for the proposed wind farms, WPD carried out an
extensive technical constraints review of existing and planned infrastructure. This
identified that there are existing overhead line circuits that run from Llandyfaelog,
south of Carmarthen, to Swansea North Substation near Felindre, which can be
used for part of the connection route.

2.3.2

Following the identification of a connection point at Llandyfaelog, WPD’s
environmental consultants, RSK, agreed with Carmarthenshire County Council
and other statutory consultees representing environmental interests, a defined
study area and a proposed method to map areas of specific environmental interest
known as primary environmental constraints. Using the agreed methodology and
avoiding these areas, route corridor options were identified and consulted on in
summer 2013 as part of Stage 1 Consultation.

2.4

Stage 1 Consultation

2.4.1

Stage 1 Consultation was carried out over a fourteen-week period running from
Monday, 24 June 2013 to Friday, 27 September 2013. The following consultation
and communication methods were used to engage with stakeholders:


Briefings for Members of Parliament, Assembly Members and Regional
Assembly Members



Briefings and site visits for Carmarthenshire county councillors



Deliberative workshops with affected community councils and interest groups



Attendance at community council meetings, by invitation only



Correspondence with statutory consultees.
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2.4.2

The aim of Stage 1 Consultation was to gather detailed local information on each
of the route corridors. Where information was provided, both at workshops and in
written responses, it was fed in to the corridor assessment process carried out by
WPD’s environmental consultants, RSK.

2.4.3

All responses received were acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database. Detailed analysis of the responses was carried out. Along
with other technical, environmental, social and economic information, all relevant
responses received were used to help determine which route corridor options
should be taken forward to the route alignment stage.

2.4.4

Alongside the delivery of Stage 1 Consultation, WPD and its consultants carried
out various environmental and technical surveys throughout the corridors. The
information gathered from the surveys was considered along with the information
provided at the workshops and in the relevant written responses received and
used to help influence the selection of the preferred corridors. The details of this
assessment are contained within the updated Route Corridor Selection Report
which was published alongside the first Interim Consultation Report in January
2014.

2.5

Responses received

2.5.1

During the fourteen-week consultation period of Stage 1, a total of 87 responses
were received. In some cases more than one response from an individual or
organisation was recorded and in other cases some consultees chose to submit a
joint response.

2.5.2

Responses to the consultation were received in both Welsh and English. The
table below describes the breakdown of these response types.
Response type

Count

Letters and emails - English

84

Letters and emails - Welsh

3

Total

87
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2.6

Responses by stakeholder type

2.6.1

In order to assist WPD in considering the responses to the consultation period and
to comply with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were categorised
according to the status of the stakeholder within the planning process.

2.6.2

The table below summarises the total responses received by WPD from statutory
consultees, non-statutory consultees, local amenity user groups and the public
during the Stage 1 Consultation.

Stakeholder type

Count

Statutory consultees

29

Local authority officers

2

Elected representatives

9

(MPs, AMs and local authority members)
Community councils

14

Local amenity user groups

11

Members of the public

20

Other organisations

2
Total

87

2.6.3

The first Interim Consultation Report (published in January 2014) details the
Stage 1 Consultation undertaken by WPD between 24 June 2013 and
27 September 2013, the issues raised in responses submitted by consultees, how
WPD has responded to the consultation to date and how consultation feedback
has informed the selection of preferred route corridors.

2.6.4

The first Interim Consultation Report is available to download from the Library
section of the project website (www.westernpower.co.uk/Brechfa-ForestConnection) and copies were made available at all Stage 2 Consultation events.
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2.7

Route corridor options identification

2.7.1

Following the selection of preferred corridors to connect the proposed wind farms
to the connection point near Llandyfaelog, WPD identified potential route
alignment options within these corridors where they could build an overhead line.
In early 2014 WPD carried out the second stage of consultation on these
alignment options.
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3

Stage 2 Consultation

3.1

Overview

3.1.1

The Planning Act 2008 defines overhead line projects at 132kV and above to be
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIP) which require an application to
be made for a Development Consent Order (DCO). It also places a duty on WPD
to undertake consultation before an application for a DCO is submitted.

3.1.2

Before the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) will accept an application on behalf of the
Secretary of State, it must be satisfied that WPD has conducted adequate preapplication consultation. The pre-application consultation will also be important in
relation to the examination process after the application has been accepted.

3.2

Developing the Consultation Strategy

3.2.1

The Consultation Strategy has been developed on advice received from PINS,
WPD’s legal advisors and on the updated pre-application process guidance
produced by the Department for Communities and Local Government in January
2013. Detailed community and stakeholder research have helped to shape the
strategy, together with information and guidance received from Carmarthenshire
County Council.

3.2.2

The Consultation Strategy is based upon the principles of the Planning Act 2008
for NSIPs and current Government guidance. Its purpose is to:


Involve local authorities, communities and statutory consultees early in the
proposal development to bring about benefits for all parties



Raise awareness and build understanding of the proposals among people
living in the vicinity, or those potentially affected by wider effects



Allow people potentially affected by the proposals to provide feedback as they
develop, so that their views can influence the decision making process and the
final application



Obtain important information about the economic, social and environmental
12
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impacts of a scheme from consultees to rule out unsuitable options and to
consider mitigating measures before the application is submitted


Communicate with clarity of intent to enable those being consulted to
understand what can be influenced and why



Communicate the need for and explain the procedure for agreeing access and
rights over land or acquiring such rights over land for the connection



Communicate proportionately to the scale of the proposal



Encourage structured discussion and debate, embracing constructive ideas
and suggestions and generating demonstrable evidence of a responsive
process



Give feedback to those affected by the proposal as to how their comments
have shaped the proposal



Build lasting, positive relationships in which points of agreement and
difference are clearly demonstrated.

3.2.3

The purpose of the strategy was to help answer the following questions:


Why are we consulting?



What do we want to know?



What are the criteria for consulting with specific communities, groups and
individuals?



What aspects of the proposals can they influence?



What methods will we use to enable them to contribute, and for us to capture
feedback and produce evidence of how they have influenced the proposals?



What measures have we taken to ensure that consultation is conducted in a
way that is inclusive of people from hard-to-reach and/or marginalised groups?

13
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3.2.4

Our Consultation Strategy involves a multi-stage process comprising two stages of
non-statutory consultation and one stage of statutory consultation (with section 42
and 47 consultees as identified in the Planning Act 2008) in accordance with the
Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG) guidance.

3.2.5

During stage one (Monday, 24 June 2013 to Friday, 27 September 2013), we
engaged with MPs, AMs, RAMs, local authority members, local authority planning
department officers, community councils, specialist statutory consultees and with
local amenity user groups to gather information to help inform the selection of a
preferred route corridor or corridors to connect the wind farms to the electricity
network. We also consulted with statutory bodies on early stage preliminary
environmental information (PEI) gathered by RSK for feedback and comment.

3.2.6

During stage two (Monday, 17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014) of the
consultation process, we carried out informal engagement with all the consultees
involved in the first stage plus members of the public, local communities,
businesses, landowners and those with an interest in the land (described as
Persons with an Interest in the Land or PILs in the Planning Act 2008) to gather
feedback on the proposed route alignment options to connect the wind farms to
the electricity network. The PEI gathered for the route alignment options was also
presented and comments and feedback sought from statutory consultees on its
content.

3.2.7

The final stage of the pre-application consultation process will be statutory
consultation on the proposed application (which may include more than one
connection to take into account all of the identified wind farm combinations) and on
the draft Environmental Statement (ES). Statutory consultation will be in
accordance with Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Planning Act 2008. A detailed
programme of activity for this stage will be described in a Statement of Community
Consultation (SOCC) which will be developed in conjunction with, and reviewed
by, Carmarthenshire County Council.

3.3

Who did Western Power Distribution consult?

3.3.1

As part of the second stage of consultation WPD engaged with the following:


Three Members of Parliament



Three Assembly Members



Four Regional Assembly Members
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14 local authority members



The local planning authority



16 community councils



61 statutory consultees



31 local amenity user groups, interest groups and campaign groups



258 landowners



11,705 households and businesses.

3.3.2

The details of these consultees can be found in Appendix B.

3.4

How did Western Power Distribution consult?

3.4.1

Stage 2 Consultation was carried out over an eight-week period running from
Monday, 17 February 2014 to Friday, 11 April 2014. The following consultation
and communication methods were available and used to engage with
stakeholders:


Briefings for MPs, AMs and RAMs



Briefings for Carmarthenshire county councillors



Public exhibitions



Specific exhibitions for landowners and PILs



Accessible information at key location points in Carmarthenshire (Appendix
G), including the WPD project website



Workshop and correspondence with statutory consultees



Media relations



Offer to attend community council meetings, by invitation only



Offer to provide briefings and meetings with established community groups.
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3.4.2

The dates of and attendees at these events can be found in Appendix C.

3.5

Close of consultation

3.5.1

The consultation period for Stage 2 closed on Friday, 11 April 2014.

3.5.2

All responses received were acknowledged in writing and recorded on the
consultation database. Detailed analysis of the responses was carried out. Along
with other technical, environmental, social and economic information, all relevant
responses received during Stage 2 Consultation have been used to help
determine the selection of the preferred route alignment which was announced in
July 2014.
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4

Process for management of responses

4.1

Introduction

4.1.1

This chapter outlines how responses were received and processed in preparation
for analysis during the consultation period using a specialist company, Dialogue by
Design (DbyD).

4.2

Mechanisms for feedback

4.2.1

During the consultation respondents were able to respond in a variety of ways. A
feedback form was developed which included open questions on each of the route
alignment sections, followed by a question asking for general comments about the
project. This feedback form was recreated for an online feedback facility to which
respondents could submit their feedback during the consultation. The online
response form enabled respondents to return to their feedback response to update
and amend it at any point during the consultation. Welsh versions of both the
online and hard copy feedback form were also made available.

4.2.2

In addition to the online and paper response forms, respondents were able to
provide feedback via the project email account and freepost address.

4.2.3

There was also a dedicated 0800 Freephone information line available throughout
this stage, although its function was not intended to receive feedback.

4.2.4

All respondents who submitted feedback via the website, through the post or via
email received a response to acknowledge receipt of their feedback.

4.2.5

All external facing materials were supplied in both Welsh and English apart from
the extensive technical and planning related documents. Executive summary
versions of these documents were made available and translated into Welsh.

4.3

Processing responses and correspondence

4.3.1

All responses received via the freepost address and project email account were
transferred securely to DbyD. Online responses were securely downloaded from
the website by DbyD at regular intervals throughout the consultation. For reporting
purposes, all of the responses were individually logged, transcribed and entered
17
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into the DbyD analysis system and assigned a unique reference number. Welsh
language responses were translated and entered in English into the analysis
system. Responses which did not raise issues in relation to the consultation were
categorised as a null response and not included in the analysis. A total of 78
responses were categorised in this way. Null responses included:


General enquiries



Duplicate submissions



Workshop and meeting correspondence



Blank response forms

4.4

Quality assurance: processing responses

4.4.1

The quality of the transcription process was controlled by a transcription
supervisor who reviewed a percentage of the transcriptions and indicated their
quality using a comprehensive scoring system. In cases where a significant error
was detected, the supervisor reviewed a further percentage of the team member’s
work, up to a maximum of three such errors, after which 100% of their work was
reviewed fully.

18

Second Interim Consultation Report

5

Overview of responses to Stage 2 Consultation

5.1

Responses received

5.1.1

During the eight-week consultation period, a total of 273 responses were received.
In some cases more than one response from an individual or organisation was
recorded and in other cases some consultees chose to submit a joint response.

5.2

Response types

5.2.1

Responses to the consultation were received in both Welsh and English. The
table below describes the breakdown of these response types.

Response type

Count

Online feedback form - English

71

Online feedback form - Welsh

3

Paper feedback form - English

104

Paper feedback form - Welsh

3

Letters and emails - English

92

Total

273

5.3

Responses by stakeholder type

5.3.1

In order to assist WPD in considering the responses to the consultation period and
to comply with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were categorised
according to the status of the consultees within the planning process.

5.3.2

The table below summarises the total responses received by WPD from
prescribed consultees, local authorities, elected representatives and the public
during the Stage 2 Consultation.
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Stakeholder type

Count

Prescribed consultees

22

Local authority officers

2

Elected representatives

13

(MPs, AMs and local authority members)
Community councils

9

Members of the public

209

Other organisations

18

Total

273

5.3.3

Consultees who responded are listed in Chapter 6.

5.4

Responses received outside the consultation period

5.4.1

Stage 2 Consultation ran from Monday, 17th February 2014 until Friday, 11 April
2014. Responses to the consultation were accepted up until midnight on
Wednesday, 16 April 2014 to allow for late post-delivery. Five responses were
received after 16 April 2014 and have not been included in the analysis. One
respondent, the Ministry of Defence, responded before the start of consultation to
state that they have no safeguarding concerns regarding the project.

5.5

Process for analysing responses

5.5.1

DbyD’s approach was to organise and analyse the issues raised in the
consultation and then report in a way that enabled the issues to be easily
understood. There are three distinct phases to this analysis process, which are
explained below.

5.6

Use of an analytical framework

5.6.1

In order to analyse the consultation responses, including the variety of issues
raised and views expressed, an analytical framework was created. The purpose
20
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of this framework was to enable DbyD’s analysts to organise responses by key
themes and issues, so that both key messages and specific points of detail could
be captured, reported and considered by WPD in developing its proposals for the
project.
5.6.2

The process for developing this framework involved DbyD working with WPD and
the wider project team to prepare and agree an initial list of anticipated themes
and codes. Codes were allocated to each theme and as the analysts reviewed the
responses, every point, issue or concern was identified, recorded and coded.

5.6.3

These themes are shown in the table below and form the basic structure of this
report:
Theme
Consultation and information

Description
Comments on the consultation process,
current and future.
Requests for more information about the
project/proposed connection.
Comments of the costs of the various
alignment options and technologies
more generally, including suggestions
and concerns.

Costs

Engineering, design and construction

Comments about how much ought to be
spent (e.g. “cost should be of no
concern relative to the environment”,
“WPD should pick the cheapest option”).
Comments about the viability of different
technology options, infrastructure, etc.
Comments about the wider network, the
resilience of the options, etc.
Comments about the construction
process and access to land.

Environment

Comments about the natural and
historic environment, including
designated sites such as SSSIs.
Health and physical safety concerns
(e.g. accident risk, concerns regarding
electric and magnetic fields (EMFs)).
Issues related to land required for the
construction of the connection, including

Health, safety and security

Land owner issues
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easements, rights of access and
compulsory purchase orders.
Comments on particular towns, villages
and places of interest.
Western Power Distribution policy (e.g.
principles of connection design).

Location specific
Policy, principles and project case

National policy issues, including energy
generation.
Project/need case.
Other documents/sources etc.
Comments about where the connection
should go, both general principles and
specifics. Preference towards specific
alignment options.
Comments about potential impacts on
local economic activity and other socioeconomic factors.
Other topics.

References
Routeing

Socio-economic

Other

5.6.4

A total of 391 codes were identified, of which 142 refer to specific locations within
the preferred route corridor.

5.7

Reporting

5.7.1

Once the process of analysing responses was completed two reports were
produced by DbyD, a summary report of the issues and a data report showing the
comments and codes applied.

5.7.2

The summary report provides a narrative overview of the issues raised, describing
in detail the themes and codes referred to in responses to the consultation. The
summary report is contained within chapters 6 and 7 of this document with the
issues raised grouped by the themes displayed in the table above. The narrative
description of the issues raised in the these chapters indicates how many
respondents raised specific concerns using phrases such as ‘many’ or ‘a few’
respondents. These phrases are only indicative and do not express clearly
defined numbers.

5.7.3

The data report contains all the comments made by respondents and the codes
applied to each issue raised. WPD’s responses to the issues raised are contained
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within Chapter 8 of this document.
5.8

Quality assurance: analysis and reporting

5.8.1

At the collation and analysis stage, DbyD carried out a number of quality
assurance procedures. The analysis team held regular team meetings to discuss
the process and compare working notes to ensure a consistent and accurate
approach was taken by each analyst. Senior analysts reviewed the coding
regularly to ensure consistent application of the themes and codes. The coding
framework itself was regularly reviewed throughout the analysis period with input
from the WPD project team and the DbyD analysis team.
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6

Responses from prescribed consultees (Statutory
consultees, non-statutory consultees )

6.1

Introduction

6.1.1

This chapter presents responses from prescribed consultees and non-statutory
consultees, summarising the issues raised in those responses.

6.1.2

In line with Planning Inspectorate advice, all responses were categorised by the
status of the stakeholder according to the Planning Act 2008.

6.1.3

Public responses, including responses from elected representatives, small
businesses and amenity groups are presented in Chapter 7.

6.1.4

A total of 33 responses were received from the 25 consultees identified below. In
some cases more than one response from an organisation was recorded.

6.2

List of consultees who responded to the consultation

6.2.1

Prescribed consultees:


Cadw



Dyfed Archaeological Trust



Farmers Union of Wales



GTC



Hywel Dda University Health Board



National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) & National Grid Gas plc
(NGG)



Natural Resources Wales (NRW)



Network Rail



NHS Wales University Health Board
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6.2.2

6.2.3



Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority



RAF Search and Rescue



RWE Innogy UK Ltd



Statkraft UK Ltd



The Coal Authority



WAST/ Wales Air Ambulance



Water Services Regulation Authority (OFWAT)



Welsh Government



Welsh Government, Transport Division.

Local authorities:


Carmarthenshire County Council



Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council.

Community councils:


Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council



Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council



Llanllawddog Community Council



Llanllwni Community Council



Llanpumsaint Community Council.

6.2.4

Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority, GTC, The Coal Authority and Neath
Port Talbot County Borough Council responded only to confirm that they have no
comment to make or no concerns regarding the project.

6.2.5

The responses provided by Natural Resources Wales (NRW) and
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Carmarthenshire County Council referred to the alignment option annotation used
in the Route Alignment Options Report (February 2014). For the purpose of this
Interim Consultation Report, those comments have been referenced against the
alignment options annotation presented in the Stage 2 Feedback Form.
6.3

Section A

6.3.1

This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding Section A
and its six alignment options labelled A1 to A6. It then summarises comments
made in response to Section A as a whole. General comments on the entire
project can be found in part 6.41 of the report. Four responses from consultees
commented on Section A.

6.4

Alignment options A1 and A2

6.4.1

National Grid highlighted the existence of a high pressure gas pipeline running
through alignment options A1 and A2 and provided procedures to be followed
should WPD need to carry out work in its vicinity, as well as general health and
safety information for carrying out work near pipelines.

6.4.2

Both Natural Resources Wales (NRW) and Carmarthenshire County Council
highlighted potential issues in alignment option A1 regarding the impact of the
connection upon skylines, suggesting that the connection follow lower ground
where it is possible and seek to minimise any resulting landscape effects with
vegetation. They also suggested that the proximity to existing overhead lines may
conflict with the Holford Rule regarding convergence. They noted that the area
within which the option would run is not widely populated or used for recreation,
notwithstanding the existence of a public right of way.

6.4.3

Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted restored ancient woodland and
associated watercourses in alignment option A1, and suggested that these
features should be subject to detailed survey and avoided if possible.

6.5

Alignment option A3

6.5.1

NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council expressed their concerns about the
impact of an overhead connection on the skyline along high open ground, and the
potential for convergence with existing overhead lines suggesting potential conflict
with Holford Rules 4 and 6. They did note, however, that the area is not widely
populated or used for recreation, notwithstanding the presence of National Cycle
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Route 4. Carmarthenshire County Council also highlighted areas of marshy
grassland and mature hedgerows suggesting they should be subject to detailed
surveys. The council also expressed a preference for the A2 alignment option in
order to minimise the impact upon ecology.
6.6

Alignment option A4

6.6.1

NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted potential conflict with the
Holford Rules regarding convergence with overhead lines and telephone wires,
and noted that regardless of the presences of public rights of way and promoted
walks, the area is not widely populated or used for recreation. Carmarthenshire
County Council also highlighted marshy grassland and mature hedgerows in the
area, suggesting they should be subject to detailed surveys. They also noted
areas of woodland which should be avoided if possible and an area of Plantation
of Ancient Woodland which is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest
(SSSI), which they suggested should be avoided.

6.7

Alignment option A5

6.7.1

NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted potential conflict with the
Holford Rules regarding convergence with overhead lines and telephone wires.
They noted that there are few areas used for recreation, notwithstanding public
rights of way, however they noted two settlements in the east of the corridor.

6.8

Alignment option A6

6.8.1

No comments were received from consultees in relation to alignment options A6.

6.9

General comments - Section A

6.9.1

Cadw noted in their response that Section A would cross the historic landscape of
the Towy Valley included in the Register of Landscapes, Parks and Gardens of
Special Historic Interest in Wales. Carmarthenshire County Council expressed
concerns about the impact of the connection on Ashpits Pond Local Nature
Reserve.

6.10

Section B

6.10.1 This section of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding
Section B. There is only one alignment option in Section B. General comments
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on the entire project can be found in part 6.41 of the report. Three responses from
consultees commented on Section B.
6.10.2 Cadw, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council noted the potential impact on
designated sites, including the Towy Valley Special Landscape Area (SLA) and
Registered Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest in Wales. NRW and
Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted specifically the visual impact
associated with overhead lines on the area.
6.10.3 Moreover, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council also highlighted the issue of
convergence with existing low voltage overhead lines and telephone wires,
suggesting that this conflicts with the Holford Rules. They also noted public rights
of way and residential areas. For these reasons they suggested that a suitable
solution for this section would be to underground the connection. Carmarthenshire
County Council also highlighted the River Towy Special Area of Conservation
(SAC) and SSSI and suggested that proposal should be subject to a Habitat
Regulations Assessment, and noted that the environmental statement should
include features likely to be affected and the required mitigation.
6.10.4 Regarding potential effects on areas of cultural and historical interest, consultees
including Cadw expressed concern about impacts on the historic parks and
gardens around the Towy Valley.
6.10.5 Wales Air Ambulance and Hywel Dda University Health Board both expressed
concern about the proximity of the power lines to the landing site for Glangwili
hospital’s helicopter rescue services. Hywel Dda University Health Board asked
for reassurances that the development would not impact upon the service:
6.10.6 “…the landing site is clearly within the power lines alignment option zone … we
need absolute assurance that this proposal will not impact on current emergency
transfer arrangements linked to the helicopter landing site.” (Hywel Dda University
Health Board).
6.10.7 RAF Search and Rescue, however, confirmed that the landing sites have only
been used on an occasional basis by both military and civilian services.
6.11

Section C

6.11.1 This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding Section C
and its six alignment options labelled C1 to C6. It then summarises comments by
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theme where respondents made comments in response to Section C as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 6.41
of this report. Three responses from consultees commented on Section C.
6.12

Alignment options C1, C2 and C4

6.12.1 NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council’s comments on these three alignment
options referred to their potential interaction with existing low-voltage overhead
lines which would be in conflict with Holford Rule 6. They highlighted sky-lining as
a potential issue due to the corridor options crossing higher open ground.
However, they noted that there are few recreational and residential receptors,
including scattered settlements and farmsteads. Additionally, Carmarthenshire
County Council highlighted various environmental features which should be
avoided where possible, and subjected to detailed surveys, including areas of
Restored Ancient Woodland and other woodland, water courses and peatland.
6.13

Alignment option C3

6.13.1 NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted the potential impact on
existing infrastructure, noting that the option might interact with existing telephone
wires and low-voltage overhead lines, again in conflict with Holford Rule 6. While
acknowledging that the alignment would cross some areas of higher ground, they
noted that the central section would make use of valley landform and therefore be
able to minimise potential landscape and visual effects through sensitive route
design:
6.13.2 “However, the valley landscape has a degree of containment provided by the
topography and woodland cover, with scope to minimise potential landscape and
visual effects through careful routeing.” (NRW)
6.13.3 Carmarthenshire County Council noted areas of Ancient Semi-Natural Woodland
suggesting that this should be avoided.
6.14

Alignment option C5

6.14.1 With regard to alignment option C5, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council
mentioned the potential convergence with or divergence from existing low-voltage
overhead lines and sky-lining as this part of the corridor crosses higher open
ground at Nant-Y-Boncath, however noted that there are few public rights of way
or residential properties. Carmarthenshire County Council highlighted areas of
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broad leaved woodland, suggesting that these should be avoided. While
maintaining their view that the entire connection should be made underground,
they stated that alignment option C5 is preferable to C6 in terms of ecology.
6.15

Alignment option C6

6.15.1 NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council both raised issues of convergence
with existing overhead lines, however suggested that the topography is such that
landscape impacts could be minimised. They also suggested that there are few
public rights of way or residential properties. Carmarthenshire County Council
highlighted a newly planted arboretum as well as Plantation of Ancient Woodland,
suggesting these should be avoided. They also highlighted areas of woodland
and marshy grassland which should be subject to ecological surveys.
6.16

General comments – Section C

6.17

Cost

6.17.1 While acknowledging the higher cost of underground cabling, Llanllawddog
Community Council argued that there are other more important factors to be taken
into account such as impacts on the environment, particularly on the landscape,
which in turn would have an adverse effect on local businesses relying mostly on
tourism:
6.17.2 “The cost of underground cabling should not be an argument as the twin wooden
poles are a blight on the landscape a particularly valid concern in an area where
many businesses that rely on rural tourism.” (Llanllawddog Community Council)
6.18

Engineering, design and construction

6.18.1 One comment from Llanllawddog Community Council referred to the design of
overhead pylons, noting that even twin wooden poles would have an adverse
effect on the landscape and subsequently on the local businesses and rural tourist
industry.
6.19

Routeing and design

6.19.1 With regard to routeing and design, NRW noted the existence of overhead lines
which cross the central extent of the west corridor from the north-west and northsouth near the A485.
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6.19.2 The Llanllawddog Community Council expressed overall support for underground
routeing wherever possible, especially if the connection were to be placed in close
proximity to Llandyfaelog:
6.19.3 “Council wholeheartedly supports that if it is necessary to connect to the grid in
Llandyfaelog that it must be done via underground cables and not through using
overhead lines.” (Llanllawddog Community Council)
6.19.4 The council also suggested using the existing power infrastructure to make the
connection to the grid, namely via the connection already in place from the
Alltwalis Wind Farm to Rhos Llangeler.
6.20

Section D

6.20.1 This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding options
D1 and D 3 only as all other options which relate to the connection to Bryn
Llywelyn Wind Farm have now been discounted. It then summarises comments
by theme where respondents made comments in response to Section D as a
whole. Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in
part 6.41 of this report. Eight responses from consultees commented on Section
D.
6.21

Alignment option D1

6.21.1 Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW both commented on the visual impact
of an overhead connection as proposed within alignment option D1, both from
residential receptors as well as from three public rights of way. In particular, both
of these stakeholders highlighted a potential conflict with Holford Rule 6 where the
line would converge with existing low-voltage overhead lines within this alignment
option. These stakeholders identified similar areas within a number of the
alignment options within this section.
6.21.2 Carmarthenshire County Council also highlighted a particular area within
alignment option D1 where it suggested detailed ecological survey should be
undertaken. This area incorporates a number of habitats including marshy
grassland, hedgerows, woodland and a pond.
6.22

Alignment option D3

6.22.1 As for option D3, both Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW commented on
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areas where the line would converge and diverge from existing lines within this
area and the assessment of visual impact here. They mentioned the potential for
skylining in this area, but noted that there were opportunities for this to be
mitigated naturally:
6.22.2 “The rising landform in the central length may give rise to potential sky-lining.
However, the landscape in the south-western length has a degree of containment
provided by the topography and framework of hedgerow and woodland.” (NRW)
6.22.3 The former also drew attention to areas of mature hedgerows and woodland
containing a range of habitats. They suggested detailed ecological surveys should
be carried out in these areas.
6.23

General comments – Section D

6.23.1 Cadw noted that the scheduled ancient monument Crug y Bedw, south of BlaenRhyd-Fedw is located around Section D. They suggested that there could be an
impact on its settings and suggested that the alignment travel as far to the north as
possible at this point.
6.24

Section E

6.24.1 This part of the report summarises comments from consultees regarding Section E
and its nine alignment options labelled E1 to E9. It then summarises comments by
theme where respondents made comments in response to Section E as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 6.41
of this report. Four responses from consultees commented on Section D.
6.25

Alignment option E1, E2, E4, E7 and E8

6.25.1 With regard to alignment options E1, E2, E4, E7 and E8, NRW and
Carmarthenshire County Council argued that whilst the valley landscape has a
degree of containment due to its topography and woodland cover, the overhead
connection would cross through riparian vegetation and hedgerows which would
result in visual impacts on the identified Special Landscape Area. This would be in
contradiction with the Holford Rules Supplementary Notes. Carmarthenshire
County Council noted that due to the potential impact of this route on woodland
and habitat, and the impact of existing trees on maintenance, this route should be
considered for undergrounding. They also highlighted a number of ancient
woodland and associated habitats suggesting that these should be subject to
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ecological assessments.
6.25.2 Impacts on landscape due to interaction with existing infrastructure, namely lowvoltage overhead lines, were also mentioned as a potential conflict with Holford
Rule 6. NRW also expressed concern over the potential impact on populated
areas and recreation activities:
6.25.3 “There are both recreational [3 PRoW] and residential receptors [a village and
scattered farmsteads].” (NRW)
6.26

Alignment option E3

6.26.1 With regard to alignment option E3, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council
noted the potential for sky-lining due to the upper valley landscape being relatively
open in the central section. In addition, they expressed concerns over
environmental impacts of a corridor way-leave through conifer plantations which
would ultimately have adverse visual effects on the designated Special Landscape
Area and therefore, contradict the Holford Rules Supplementary Notes. They also
noted public rights of way and local residences as being of concern.
Carmarthenshire County Council noted areas of Ancient Semi Natural Woodland,
suggesting these should be avoided, and along with the River Cothi, should be
subject to ecological surveys.
6.27

Alignment options E5 and E6

6.27.1 Comments from NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council regarding the
alignment option E5 mainly referred to environmental impacts, as well as impact
on existing infrastructure, populated areas and recreation activities. In particular,
NRW noted that the western and north-eastern lengths of this alignment option
would cross the Cothi Valley which could result in environmental impacts including
visual and landscape impacts on this designated Special Landscape Area. They
suggested that the eastern length of this alignment option would be more suitable
for 132kV wooden poles, due to existing backdrop of coniferous woodland
throughout this length. They also noted public rights of way, open access land and
local residences.
6.27.2 Carmarthenshire County Council also noted areas of Plantation of Ancient
Woodland and Ancient Semi Natural Woodland and associated habitats,
suggesting they should be subject to ecological surveys. They also noted areas of
peatland suggesting that they should be avoided and subject to ecological
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surveys.
6.28

Alignment option E6

6.28.1 Cadw noted that the scheduled ancient monument Y Garn Ring Cairn lies within
this corridor and recommended that this alignment option is not used due to the
potential physical impact upon the monument or its setting.
6.29

Alignment option E9

6.29.1 With regards to alignment option E9, NRW and Carmarthenshire County Council
suggested that this would be potentially suitable for the 132kV wooden pole due to
existing woodland and hedgerows along parts of its length. However, they also
noted the potential interaction with existing infrastructure such as low-voltage
overhead lines which would contradict Holford Rule 6. Furthermore they noted the
potential impact on the skyline along open rising ground would also conflict with
Holford Rule 4. Impacts on populated areas and recreation activities, including
public rights of way were also mentioned as a concern.
6.29.2 Carmarthenshire County Council noted Ancient Semi Natural Woodland and
Restored Ancient Woodland and associated water courses. They suggested that
much of the wooded area along this alignment options should be subject to
ecological surveys.
6.29.3 Carmarthenshire County Council also suggested that at the Environmental Impact
Assessment stage photomontages should be provided to demonstrate the impact
of woodland clearance on views, in combination with tracks and the wind farms.
They also noted that this option would be technically challenging and request
details on the lifetime costs of the route, comparing overhead and underground
options.
6.30

Section E – General comments

6.31

Engineering, design and construction

6.31.1 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council referred to Section E crossing
Abergorlech, Gwernogle and Brechfa villages, noting the fact that the bridge which
crosses the river Cothi at Abergorlech has a width restriction on it of 7'3".
6.32

Environment
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6.32.1 Comments on the environment mentioned the impact on cultural heritage including
designated sites or listed landmarks such as the Cothi Valley or the bridge
crossing the river Cothi at Abergorlech which is listed in the Welsh Government’s
historic environment service Cadw.
6.32.2 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council made specific reference to the Cothi
Valley as being a designated route known for its natural beauty and forestry
mountain bike trails, which would be visually affected by overhead poles. In order
to mitigate the visual impact on the natural beauty and local landscape at Cothi
Valley, the council suggested that cables should be laid underground.
6.33

Routeing and design

6.33.1 A few comments were made by Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council on
the routeing of Section E, mainly with regard to the proximity of this route to
populated areas such as villages and public roads:
6.33.2 “The council believe that the routes should avoid villages at all cost. The poles
should not be at any roadside, as this poses a risk to road users.” (Llanfihangel
Rhos y Corn Community Council)
6.33.3 In addition, the council suggested that poles should be erected in hedgerows
instead of the middle of fields in order to mitigate the impact on local villages and
road users.
6.33.4 One suggestion for an alternative alignment was to bring the connection from the
substation at Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm through Forestry Commission land in
order to minimise the visual impact on local landscape and populated areas
including the villages of Abergorlech, Gwernogle and Brechfa:
6.33.5 “One route that could be used to hide the poles from view would be to bring the
connection from the substation at Brechfa Forest East wind farm down through the
forestry to Brynmadog and across to Keepers and back into the forestry again.
This would keep the connection within the Forestry as much as possible without
affecting the villages concerned.” (Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council)
6.33.6 Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW suggested two alternative routes
within Section E which avoid the Cothi Valley and parts of the Brechfa Forest.
Both alternatives would have connected the Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm
Substation with the Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm Substation. They suggested that
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these alignments would be more direct, avoid difficult terrain and would have a
limited visual impact.

6.34

Socio-economic

6.34.1 A few comments on socio-economic impacts were made by Llanfihangel Rhos y
Corn Community Council, mainly in relation to the loss of income of local
businesses relying on tourism. The visual impact of overhead pylons on
landscape and local designated sites such as the Cothi Valley, along with impacts
on recreation activities such as mountain biking, canoeing, angling or rambling,
were also mentioned as a concern:
6.34.2 “This area is known for its natural beauty, and the area attracts numerous visitors
to the forestry mountain bike trails, ramblers, anglers, canoeists and general
tourists following the Cothi Valley designated route. These poles will have a major
effect on the landscape and the bike trails will be significantly compromised and
the businesses in the area will be dramatically affected, by loss of income due to
fewer tourists visiting the area.” (Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council)
6.35

General comments on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project

6.36

Consultation and information

6.36.1 Some consultees challenged the consultation for not being accessible to those
who would be most likely to be affected by the proposed connection.
Llanllawddog Community Council expressed their disappointment that consultation
events were not held in the villages of Alltwalis and Peniel and urged WPD to
include these villages in their future consultation locations. Similarly, Llanfihangel
ar Arth Community Council criticised the choice of locations and venues for
consultation events, noting that these were far away from the proposed routes and
not accessible to local communities. They went on to suggest the Pencader
Pavillion as a suitable location for holding future consultation events.
6.36.2 A few other consultees commended WPD for complying with the regulations and
taking into account the public’s comments and trying to satisfy the needs and
concerns of local communities. NRW wished to thank WPD and their consultants
for their openness during the pre-submission period and noted that the face-toface meetings were very useful.
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6.36.3 NRW requested more information on environmental impacts, mainly in relation to
the rationale for the selection of the proposed survey location for bats. They also
asked how the data obtained from these surveys would be applied to other
potential habitats along the route in order to develop an impact mitigation strategy.
6.36.4 A few other consultees indicated that WPD should continue to engage with
members of the public, as well as with other professional bodies such as Network
Rail’s Asset Protection Wales Team or Welsh Government’s Agents (SWTRA) in
order to ensure any issues are solved at the earliest stage.
6.37

Cost and maintenance

6.37.1 Consultees made a few comments regarding the cost and maintenance of the
proposed project, especially regarding undergrounding options. Some of these
called for more information regarding undergrounding cost estimates.
Carmarthenshire County Council called for an underground/overhead cost
estimate to be carried out on the proposed grid alignment, such as in areas where
more robust stanchions and tower support are required to bridge valleys (i.e.
alignment option E9) and areas of greater engineering challenge. They felt that
the estimated costs for the installation of overhead and underground options are
too generic and not based on the alignment options identified. Several requests
for more information were also made by Carmarthenshire County Council. These
included underground cable fault cost estimates in future undergrounding reports
and a breakdown of the proportional cost of each fault.
6.37.2 Similarly, Llanllawddog Community Council challenged WPD’s argument for using
overhead lines as the cheapest option, arguing that their maintenance is likely to
cost more in the long term due to their vulnerability to extreme weather conditions.
6.37.3 Cost was highlighted by RWE Innogy UK Ltd as a negative factor in the
consideration of undergrounding options. They highlighted the statutory obligation
on WPD to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical connection, arguing
that in line with this undergrounding should only be used where the cost can be
fully justified. However, while Llanpumsaint Community Council acknowledged
that burying cables costs considerably more than putting them above ground, they
argued that cost concerns should not be the only factor to be taken into account in
decision making. They suggested that if other factors are taken into account then
undergrounding should be considered a viable option:
6.37.4 “We appreciate that the burying of cables costs perhaps as much as six times
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more than suspending them from wooden poles, yet economic concerns cannot be
elevated to the status of being the most important consideration; construction
costs can be recouped whereas a defiled landscape might never recover.”
(Llanpumsaint Community Council)
6.38

Engineering, construction and design

6.38.1 Consultees raised a variety of issues relating to project engineering, design and
construction. Most concerns related to impacts on existing infrastructure, these
primarily related to transport infrastructure and existing overhead lines. The Welsh
Government’s Transport Division noted the need for traffic management during
construction in order to ensure that local roads remain accessible to local people.
Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council foresaw negative impacts upon local
roads due to traffic increases. Some consultees were broadly supportive of traffic
management plans, but noted that their support was conditional upon certain
requirements, such as effective traffic management and insurance of access.
Others suggested that they would be able to comment when more detailed
information becomes available in the Environmental Impact Assessment and the
Traffic Management Plan:
6.38.2 “My understanding is that all the traffic information (numbers etc) will be included
within the EIA or the TMP and that therefore when both documents are finalised
WG will have all the necessary information to make a formal comment. However,
until that time I am content in principle to the proposed methodology described in
the Traffic and Transport.” (Welsh Government, Department for Economy, Science
and Transport)
6.38.3 The potential for visual interference with existing infrastructure was of concern to
some consultees. Carmarthenshire County Council and NRW both raised the
issue of convergence with existing communications and energy infrastructure at
various sections of the proposed route. They noted the potential for conflict with
Holford Rule 6:
6.38.4 “There is no consideration of cumulative impacts with other renewable
technologies now becoming prevalent in Carmarthenshire countryside. Also no
mention of Public Rights of Way and impact from these sensitive receptor points.
These impacts should be assessed at the EIA stage.” (Carmarthenshire County
Council)
6.38.5 National Grid expressed concern that excavation work might disturb the
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foundations of existing towers. The Welsh Government suggested that the
cumulative impact of the wind farm developments should be addressed to ensure
there is no conflicts with road closures or construction movements.
6.38.6 Finally, some consultees including community councils and Carmarthenshire
County Council called for the design to take into account adverse weather
conditions. They envisaged considerable damage to overhead lines, arguing this
had negative cost and safety implications.
6.38.7 Network Rail sought assurances that their assets in the area will be protected
against abnormal loads (large heavy-weight vehicles) and that they will be
consulted closely on mitigation and routeing options.
6.39

Environment

6.39.1 Consultees raised three kinds of environmental impacts: visual, flora and fauna
and historical/cultural. Regarding visual impacts consultees expressed concern
about the use of overhead cabling, especially along visually sensitive parts of the
route such as the Cothi and Towy valleys. A few more general comments related
to flora and fauna with some consultees raising concerns about impacts upon local
woodland and wildlife habitats, some of which are ancient and of historical
significant. Carmarthenshire County Council expressed concern about the impact
of the development of forest areas, specifically regarding the width to be cutback
where trees are forming part of a complete canopy. They linked potential
reductions in wooded areas to loss of local habitats for bats and called for a more
flexible policy concerning tree removal to be developed on this matter.
6.39.2 “It is understood that trees, e.g. in field boundaries, will be cut back to approx. 5m
to allow the wires to pass over them. While this may be acceptable in some
instances, in others and where there are a lot of trees in close proximity this
approach may result in a negative impact in the landscape and on bat roosts.”
(Carmarthenshire County Council)
6.39.3 Impacts upon habitats for specific wildlife species were often raised.
Carmarthenshire County Council foresaw negative impacts upon local slow worm
populations and bat roosts. However, most comments relating to impacts on flora
and fauna called for more information in certain geographical areas, or proposed
methods through which impacts could be assessed. NRW emphasized the role of
surveying in developing adequate mitigation measures. Species for which
mitigation was deemed especially important included dormice, bats and great
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crested newts amongst others.
6.39.4 Regarding potential effects on areas of cultural and historical interest,
Carmarthenshire County Council expressed concern about impacts on the Brechfa
Royal Hunting Forest.
6.39.5 Other consultees also commented on impact assessments. The Dyfed
Archaeological Trust noted that they are satisfied that the historic environment has
been suitably considered in relation to any potential impacts. NRW expressed
broad agreement with the ‘Appraisal Matrix’ whilst calling for more intensive
landscape and ecological impact assessments, noting particular concern for bat
roosts, dormice and great nested newts.
6.39.6 Carmarthenshire County Council made a number of general suggestions
regarding ecological surveys, highlighting habitats and species which should be
covered. They also suggested that the Environmental Statement should cover net
gains for nature conservation, measures to prevent discharge to water courses,
impacts on designated sites and a cumulative impact assessment. They
suggested that areas of peat should be avoided as far as possible.
6.39.7 Finally, some consultees discussed mitigation measures relating to environmental
impacts. The most popular suggestion was to underground the cables.
Consultees argued that this was the most effective way of safeguarding the visual
amenity of the affected areas, but some respondents also argued for
undergrounding in order to safeguard local flora and fauna.
6.40

Health and Safety

6.40.1 Of the few consultees who commented on to health and safety issues, most
articulate general health and safety concerns with regard to construction or more
specific concerns regarding the impact of the development upon emergency
services. Community Councils often expressed general concerns about the
proximity of wires to residential areas.
6.41

Landowner issues

6.41.1 The Farmer’s Union of Wales rejected third party rumours that the Union supports
the easement and compensation payments for affected farmers and called for
WPD to make it clear that no such support has been given by the organisation.
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6.42

Policy, principles and need case

6.42.1 A few consultees made general comments on policies and regulations affecting
the development. NRW emphasized the importance of taking into account the
Holford Rules as well as EU and UK regulations on protected species when
assessing the environmental impact of the development. The Welsh Government
Transport Division, highlighted guidance currently under development that is
applicable to power lines crossing highways.
6.42.2 Llanfihangel Rhos y Corn Community Council questioned the positioning of the
Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm and suggested moving the substation to make the
connection easier.
6.43

Routeing

6.43.1 Comments relating to routeing mostly referred to undergrounding. Many
expressed general support for undergrounding, with a few consultees linking
undergrounding to health and visual mitigation, or to mitigate the effects of
adverse weather on the connection:
6.43.2 “The effect this connection will have on people’s health is a major factor in our
request for underground connections.” (Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council)
6.43.3 “…even the routeing of electricity generated in a sustainable way that could
negatively impact on the landscape must be avoided.” (Llanpumsaint Community
Council)
6.43.4 Carmarthenshire County Council maintained their view that the entire connection
should be made underground and enquired whether, following the damage to
existing electricity lines caused by stormy weather in late 2013, undergrounding
has been considered as an alternative to overhead lines along the alignment
corridor.
6.43.5 Finally, NRW and Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council both made general
comments in favour of a more direct option.
6.44

Socio-economic

6.44.1 Socio-economic concerns articulated by consultees mainly related to the potential
impacts on tourism, local amenities and the local economy. Llanfihangel ar Arth
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Community Council objected to the negative impact that the ‘industrialisation’ of
the area would have on tourism. Carmarthenshire County Council raised the issue
of access restrictions imposed by power lines upon local rights of way used by
walkers, cyclists and horse-riders. Llanpumsaint Community Council also raised
the impact which decreased visual amenity would have on tourism, whilst also
noting the potential impacts upon local agriculture. The council proposed
undergrounding as an appropriate mitigation measure in this respect:
6.44.2 “The entirety of this work will be done in an agricultural area amid a landscape that
is the means of livelihood for not only farmers but visitors to our County; the
scenery is an important economic driver and anything, even the routeing of
electricity generated in a sustainable way that could negatively impact on the
landscape must be avoided.” (Llanpumsaint Community Council).
6.44.3 Llanfihangel ar Arth Community Council and Llanpumsaint Community Council
also raised more general concerns about impacts upon the local community that
the development would have, highlighting the cumulative impacts of other
infrastructure developments.
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7

Responses from members of the public (Including
elected representatives (MPs, AMs), small businesses and local
amenity user groups)

7.1

Introduction

7.1.1

This chapter summarises the views expressed in 209 responses received from
members of the public.

7.2

Section A

7.2.1

This part of the report summarises public comments on Section A and its six
alignment options labelled A1 to A6. It then summarises comments by theme,
where respondents made comments in response to Section A as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76
of this report. A total of 60 responses from members of the public commented on
Section A.

7.3

Alignment option A1

7.3.1

Respondents referring to alignment option A1 raised concerns with regard to the
natural environment, namely the existence of otters, the potential disruption to
natural springs and to land managed in accordance with the Glastir woodland
scheme. Also of concern was the impact of the new connection on the landscape
and subsequent impact upon local tourism, with a request from one respondent
that the connection should be made underground. One respondent also
highlighted an existing overhead line and mains water pipelines in alignment
option A1.

7.4

Alignment option A2

7.4.1

Respondents referring to alignment option A2 raised concerns regarding existing
infrastructure including overhead connections, telephone wires, National Grid gas
pipelines and a disused oil pipeline. Respondents also raised environmental
concerns, for example a badger sett just outside the alignment corridor.
Respondents also cited landscape concerns, particularly that an overhead
connection through alignment option A2 would be visible from the Towy Valley due
to the elevation of the land, and would have a negative impact upon views from
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the Wales Coast Path. Some respondents raised concerns regarding the potential
impact of the connection upon tourism interests, as well as potential disruption to
farm businesses and impacts upon property values.
7.4.2

Some respondents raised concerns regarding the proximity of the line to
properties, suggesting that the 60 metre exclusion zone around properties could
rule out this option. A number of respondents suggested that if this alignment
option was chosen it should be placed underground. One respondent asked that if
an overhead connection is used, the connection should follow the most northern
edge of this alignment option.

7.5

Alignment option A3

7.5.1

One respondent referred to alignment option A3, expressing concern about the
view from the Wales Coast Path.

7.6

Alignment option A4

7.6.1

Many respondents stated their preference for alignment option A4 to be chosen
over alignment option A5 suggesting that it avoids local communities, has less
impact upon the landscape and that the alignment corridor consists of flatter land
with fewer roads crossings. However, there was also objection to alignment option
A4 due to the potential impact upon the environment and landscape, residents’
health and activities such as horse riding and cycling.

7.6.2

One respondent suggested that should alignment option A4 be chosen, WPD
should ensure access to fields for their farm machinery, and that it should follow
lower land to ensure that the connection is less visible from surrounding houses.

7.7

Alignment option A5

7.7.1

Alignment option A5 received many responses which raised concerns about the
impact of this alignment option on local communities, the natural environment, the
landscape and tourism. Various respondents expressed opposition to this
alignment option due to the proximity to populated areas, including houses and
schools:

7.7.2

“I consider this [alignment option A4] would therefore be a much better option, and
less intrusive to the small very picturesque villages through the A5 route where
avoiding so many properties must pose a problem.” (User ID 100281)
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7.7.3

Some respondents were particularly concerned with the potential impact of the
connection in alignment option A5 on the landscape, with some highlighting
specific views of the Preseli Mountains, Towy Valley and Brecon Beacons. Also of
concern were the views from the Welsh Coastal Path. Some respondents
highlighted existing overhead connections and suggested that the cumulative
impact of another connection would be too great, whilst others suggested that the
landscape impact would be greater in alignment option A5 due to steep gradients.
Some respondents highlighted particular concerns about the historic environment,
with one noting in particular an ancient chapel which could be adversely affected
by this alignment option.

7.7.4

Respondents also commented on the potential impacts on agriculture, with regard
to both the safety of those operating machinery near overhead lines and the
amount of land taken out of agricultural use by the connection. Some respondents
highlighted loss of ‘prime arable’ or organic land as a particular concern.
Respondents also suggested that an overhead line would reduce property values
of both homes and farms.

7.7.5

“Firstly the value of the holding which is within a green area will reduce especially
as the land is organic.” (User ID 100288)

7.7.6

Some respondents highlighted potential impacts upon woodland, particularly
Ancient Semi Natural Woodlands. One respondent suggested that any attempt to
avoid trees in this alignment option would mean the proposed line passing too
close to properties. Respondents also raised concerns about wildflower meadows
and land managed under the Glastir agri-environmental scheme.

7.7.7

Other environmental concerns included watercourses and the wildlife that they
support, namely amphibians, insects, otters and various bird species.
Respondents also highlighted the existence of bats, dormice and badgers in the
area. One respondent noted that in the village of Pentrepoeth and surrounding
area some people are dependent upon spring water for domestic use, which they
felt could be contaminated by the installation of the connection.

7.7.8

Some respondents raised concerns regarding the construction of the line, with one
suggestion that the land in this alignment option is very uneven and very wet in
some areas. Others pointed out current or future land uses that may impact upon
construction of the connection, particularly septic tanks, wind turbines and their
associated connections, gas pipelines and potential new dwellings for which
planning applications have yet to be made. One respondent also highlighted the
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high winds experienced in this area and felt this may have an impact on an
overhead connection.
7.7.9

In addition to the above concerns some respondents asked that should the
connection be made through A5 that it be placed underground.

7.8

Alignment option A6

7.8.1

Respondents who commented on alignment option A6 raised concerns about the
landscape and the potential impact upon the tourism industry in the area. Some
respondents suggested that the connection be made to the east of Tyllwyd Mawr
such that it can avoid high ground, reducing the impact upon the landscape,
whereas others suggested that the connection should be made underground. Also
of concern to respondents were the views from nearby roads including the A48
and the area surrounding the police headquarters:

7.8.2

“I believe that it is preferable that the routeing is to the east of Tyllwyd Mawr, but
clearly below the crest of the hill.” (User ID 38)

7.8.3

Other comments about alignment option A6 highlighted existing and potential
future land uses that should be avoided, including photovoltaic panels, a septic
tank and an orchard. One respondent also highlighted plans to convert
outbuildings to either an office or tourism accommodation, and their intention to
plant trees on their land. One respondent highlighted high winds experienced in
the area and asked how safe overhead lines would be in these conditions.

7.9

General comments – Section A

7.9.1

The following section summarises comments by theme, where respondents made
comments in response to Section A as a whole. If their comment applied to the
whole project, they have been summarised in part 7.76 of this report.

7.10

Engineering, design and construction

7.10.1 Respondents raising concerns regarding construction of the connection in Section
A, often highlighted existing infrastructure such as gas pipelines or existing
overhead connections. Also of concern was the impact of construction on local
traffic, particularly upon the A48:
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7.10.2 “Undoubtedly particular attention will need to be paid to the crossing of the A48
dual carriageway - the gateway to Carmarthen and west Wales. Disruption to road
users has the potential to impact upon the local economy.” (Jonathan Edwards MP
for Carmarthen East and Dinefwr and Rhodri Glyn Thomas AM for Carmarthen
East and Dinefwr)
7.10.3 A few respondents made comments regarding resilience, highlighting the potential
effect of high winds on overhead connections and suggesting that an underground
connection could provide a more reliable service.
7.11

Environment

7.11.1 Some respondents made general comments regarding the environmental impact
of the connection on Section A, with some suggesting that an overhead
connection would have a negative impact upon the landscape. Others suggested
that the cumulative impact of wind farms, existing overhead connections and the
proposed connection on the landscape of Section A would be too great.
7.12

Health and safety

7.12.1 One respondent highlighted a private airstrip, suggesting that WPD would need to
avoid take-off and landing zones.
7.13

Land owner issues

7.13.1 Some land owners pointed out that they are opposed to the connection crossing
their land in Section A, including some who suggested that WPD would need to
buy their land or apply for a compulsory purchase order. Other respondents felt
that the compensation for erecting the line is unsatisfactory.
7.14

Policies, principles and project case

7.14.1 Some respondents highlighted local planning applications which have been
refused on landscape and cultural heritage grounds and argued that this project
should be no different.
7.15

Routeing

7.15.1 Some respondents suggested that the connection should avoid populated areas
as far as possible, whereas one respondent noted that the proposed route largely
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avoids the more populated areas of Section A. One respondent suggested that
the same distance criteria should apply for both rural and urban properties.
7.15.2 Other comments on the proposed route through Section A argued that the
connection should follow existing corridors used for overhead connections, or that
the route should be both more direct and underground.
7.16

Socio-economic

7.16.1 A number of respondents raised concerns regarding the potential socio-economic
impacts of the connection, primarily with regard to the impact upon the tourism
industry and property values. Some respondents highlighted the importance of
tourism to the local economy, suggesting that the impact upon the landscape and
other recreational activities such as fishing would deter tourists. One respondent
highlighted potential impacts upon the A48, suggesting disruption here would
impact upon tourists ability to visit the area. For some respondents
undergrounding the connection was seen as the best way to minimise the impact
upon tourism. Other respondents highlighted the potential impact upon farmers,
restricting what they are able to do with their land.
7.17

Responses forwarded by Rebecca Evans AM and Simon Thomas AM

7.17.1 In addition to the responses above which were received directly to WPD, one letter
was addressed to both Rebecca Evans AM and Simon Thomas AM and not to the
consultation. They have therefore not been treated as responses but as
supporting evidence. It concerned Section A and raised health issues associated
with overhead cables, especially for children. The response noted that alignment
option A5 could site the connection within close proximity to a school and
suggested that A4 be used as an alternative.
7.18

Section B

7.18.1 This part of the report summarises public comments on Section B. As there are is
only one alignment option in Section B comments are summarised by theme and
only refer to Section B. Comments which applied to the whole project have been
summarised in part 7.76 of this report. A total of 58 responses from members of
the public commented on Section B.
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7.19

Consultation and information

7.19.1 One respondent requested more information on section B, including a detailed
map showing individual streets where work is due to take place.
7.20

Engineering, design and construction

7.20.1 Comments relating to engineering, design and construction in this section are
related to geographical difficulties and design features that may alleviate these.
Respondents highlighted obstructions posed by topographical features such as the
River Towy, existing infrastructure, such as a local water treatment plant, and
weather conditions such as a propensity to flooding. One respondent argued that
underground cables are better protected against adverse weather that can impact
overhead lines. Another respondent, however, questioned the possibility of
undergrounding through a river and flood plain:
7.20.2 “…it seems that a feat of engineering would be needed to the connection under
the river, and also to deal with the construction on a flood plain.” (User ID 251394)
7.21

Environment

7.21.1 By far the most widely referenced environmental concern was the visual impact of
the proposed construction in Section B. Most respondents expressed concern
regarding the visual impact in general terms, often highlighting the impact upon the
Towy Valley, highlighting its natural beauty:
7.21.2 “The Towy Valley is recognized as an area of outstanding natural beauty which
tourists and we as homeowners have paid a premium to live in. The views which
visitors to the area and we currently enjoy will be destroyed if overhead cables are
allowed in such a narrow corridor area.” (User ID 45)
7.21.3 Others raised concerns that are more specific to local viewpoints or landmarks in
Section B, such as the Gwili Valley or Bryn Towy Mansion. Respondents
highlighted a variety of natural resources such as rivers, ground water and
watercourses, local woodland and wildlife, which could be affected by the
construction or operation of the connection:
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7.21.4 “The Gwili has some of the best sea trout runs in Europe and is a Towy tributary of
significance for Salmon, Sea Trout and non-migratory fish, nothing should be done
which impacts upon this river’s amenity value to the environment and the area.”
(User ID 4)
7.21.5 “The area is home to abundant plants animals and birds including nesting pairs of
Red Kite which regularly swoop over the fields within the proposed corridor.” (User
ID 49)
7.21.6 Some respondents expressed concerns about negative impacts upon local
landmarks or areas of historical and scientific interest, such as Llangunnor Church,
Bryn Towy Mansion or the Iron Age Fort at Merlin’s Hill. One respondent argued
that the development would impact negatively on the ability of future generations
to enjoy such sites of interest. Finally, in terms of mitigation, undergrounding was
by far the most popular suggestion, with many respondents noting that a
commitment to underground cabling would safeguard against environmental and
visual impacts and enable them to be more supportive of the project:
7.21.7 “Underground cables pose no hazard to wildlife and no hazard to farm animals.
Underground cables are less prone to damage from severe weather conditions.”
(User ID 90)
7.22

Health and safety

7.22.1 Many respondents raised health and safety related concerns with regard to the
Section B. Chief amongst these are concerns that the operations of local
emergency services, especially the helicopter ambulance at Glangwili Hospital,
would be disturbed by overhead lines:
7.22.2 “The rescue helicopter frequently lands in the fields highlighted in the preferred
route corridor. Installation of overhead lines will affect the efficiency of this service
and could cost the life of critically injured patients should the helicopter not be able
to land in its currently easily accessible location.” (User ID 68)
7.22.3 One respondent highlighted that impacts upon emergency services might be
exacerbated if existing proposals to make Glangwili Hospital the main cardiology
and neonatal unit for the West Wales are implemented arguing that this would
create a “disaster waiting to happen”.
7.22.4 Other health and safety issues that respondents raised revolved around the
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potential health impacts of electric and magnetic fields (EMFs) emitted from
overhead lines, as well as dangers posed to local fishermen using the River Gwili.
In terms of mitigation, respondents raised undergrounding as the best option.
Respondents argued that this would reduce the range of EMFs, remove
obstructions to air ambulances and significantly limit dangers posed to those
carrying out local recreation activities such as fishing or rugby.
7.23

Routeing

7.23.1 By far the most popular recommendation regarding routeing design in this section
is to underground the cables. Some respondents are not opposed to overhead
routes, but qualified their support by calling for wooden poles to be strategically
placed to mitigate visual impacts, avoid populated areas or their property.
However, many respondents were firmly opposed to overhead cabling in any form.
Reflecting issues raised in sections above, many of these respondents understood
undergrounding to be the best way to mitigate the negative impacts of overhead
lines:
7.23.2 “This section is the most sensitive part of the route, given the close proximity of the
power lines to permanent housing, sports facilities and natural watercourses. This
is an area of outstanding natural beauty in the Towy Valley which must be
maintained as such. Burying the power lines is the only way in which this can be
achieved.” (User ID 60)
7.23.3 Some respondents noted that their support for the project would increase should a
commitment be made to undergrounding cables.
7.24

Socio-economic

7.24.1 Respondents discussed three main socio-economic impacts in section B:
recreation, tourism (and the associated economic impacts) and declining property
values.
7.24.2 Regarding impacts on recreation, respondents anticipated rugby, football and
fishing to be the main activities impacted on by the route. Participants often raised
the proximity of Carmarthen Quins RFC and Abergwili AFC’s football training
fields, and suggested that the installation of overhead power lines would interrupt
their activities, both professional as well as amateur and children’s sports playing.
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7.24.3 “The overhead lines would impinge on an rea of playing fields (Abergwili Road)
where children regularly play football (used by the village school as their playing
fields) not to mention rugby fields on Castell Pigyn Road.” (User ID 73)
7.24.4 One respondent specifically raised the potential for effects upon the visual amenity
of residents at the caravan park in Peniel.
7.24.5 Some respondents also associated a potential for effects upon visual amenity with
the devaluation of their properties, often in conjunction with the impacts of the wind
farms.
7.25

Section C

7.25.1 This part of the report summarises public comments on Section C and its six
alignment options, labelled C1 to C6. It then summarises comments by theme,
where respondents made comments in response to Section C as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76
of this report. A total of 47 responses from members of the public commented on
Section C.
7.26

Alignment option C1

7.26.1 There was only one comment on alignment option C1. The respondent outlined
several reasons for concern that the proposed line might cross their land, namely
interaction with an existing overhead line and a main sewerage pipe, as well as
the potential impact on wildlife and watercourses. In addition, the respondent
noted the existence of a riding area within alignment option C1, used for horse
riding and training.
7.27

Alignment option C2

7.27.1 Most respondents referring to alignment option C2 expressed their support or
preference for alignment option C2 over the alternative C3, mainly due to its lesser
perceived impact on environment, local communities and tourism. One
respondent strongly supported this section, noting that this would keep the
overhead lines away from populated areas such as Peniel village and minimise
visual and socio-economic impacts. Some respondents also suggested that C2
would be a shorter and more direct route for the connection than alignment option
C3.
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7.27.2 A few respondents raised concerns regarding the proximity of alignment option C2
to populated and tourist areas. One respondent made specific reference to the
Gwili Steam Railway as an important tourist attraction which would be affected by
a route within this alignment option. Another comment focused on the impact of
alignment option C2 on agricultural activities and food production, as well as on
local landmarks including ancient monuments:
7.27.3 “Our farm is situated on one of your proposed routes namely C2. The proposed
alignment will affect 8 of our fields (5 owned and 3 rented). One of our owned
fields has a standing stone (ancient monument). 7 of the fields are used for silage
making or for growing crops, therefore having ill positioned double poles on the
middle of any of those would be unacceptable.” (User ID 100207)
7.27.4 One respondent mentioned the perceived visual impact and the subsequent loss
in property values due to their proximity to alignment option C2, while also
highlighting their belief that the use of overhead cables should be avoided due to
vulnerability to adverse weather conditions.
7.28

Alignment option C3

7.28.1 The majority of respondents referring to alignment option C3 expressed their
concerns over its impact on wildlife, landscape, local communities and tourism.
One respondent noted the potential impact on wildlife including Red Kites, foxes,
squirrels and herons, and the subsequent impact on the local tourist industry.
7.28.2 A few respondents also expressed concern about the proximity of this section to
populated areas such as the village of Peniel. They suggested that this would
have an adverse effect on the local community, particularly in respect to individual
properties and local amenities including schools, community centres and chapels:
7.28.3 “Route C3 passes close to the major residential areas of Peniel - several housing
estates, including the school, community centre and chapel. It also affects more
farms and homes than the alternative route C2.” (User ID 100186)
7.28.4 One respondent expressed particular concern over C3 passing very close to the
small local development of Bro Sarnan, which includes adapted bungalows for
elderly or disabled people.
7.28.5 Another respondent stressed the need to keep overhead electricity lines away
from residential and public areas in order to minimise the impact on recreation
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activities, as well as mitigate any potential health or safety hazards for vulnerable
groups, such as children:
7.28.6 “It is considered essential that every effort be made to keep electricity lines and
poles away from built up residential and public areas including the local primary
school to avoid potential contact with overhead lines e.g. children flying kites,
attempting to climb poles, playing ball games etc.” (User ID 66)
7.28.7 Similarly, one respondent expressed concern over the proximity of alignment
option C3 to Peniel School, suggesting that the connection could impact on the
access roads passing both sides of the school. The same respondent noted the
potential danger to children posed by heavy traffic during the construction phase.
7.28.8 Some respondents saw no benefit in choosing alignment option C3 as it would
imply crossing the A485 twice, which could be avoided by following alignment
option C2. One member of the public also referred to inappropriate local ground
conditions, noting the fact that alignment option C3 would traverse steeply sloping
land leading down to damp and boggy ground in the valley which might pose a risk
to the construction and maintenance of overhead lines.
7.29

Alignment option C4

7.29.1 Many comments were made in relation to alignment option C4, with most
respondents raising concerns over this section’s impact on property values and
saleability due to its proximity to private properties and land. The majority of
respondents expressed support for underground cabling in order to mitigate
environmental and socio-economic impacts on the local community and local
tourism industry. One respondent reinforced his preference for undergrounding by
making specific reference to the responses of local county and community
councils:
7.29.2 “Cables should be put underground. I know you will not consider going
underground, but both my County Council (Carmarthenshire) and my Community
Council (Bronwydd) have both said that it should go underground. So both of my
democratic voices say go underground.” (User ID 100151)
7.29.3 A few responses criticised the consultation process, with one respondent noting
that there is currently some ground work being done within the alignment option
C4, and they felt that if preparatory work for building the pylons has already
started, then “it would seem to make a mockery of public enquiry.” (User ID 11)
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7.29.4 Similarly, another respondent expressed concern that the decision to undertake
this route had already been made, therefore rendering the public consultation
process meaningless.
7.29.5 Impacts on wildlife and biodiversity were mentioned by one respondent living in
proximity to alignment option C4, who noted the potential health impact of EMFs
on birds such as barn owls and cuckoos.
7.29.6 Two members of the public suggested alternative route alignments within
alignment option C4, with one respondent warning that placing the final route
towards the eastern side of the proposed alignment corridor would considerably
devalue properties and therefore attract mass objections from the residents of
Rhydargaeau. In order to mitigate the impact on the village, the same respondent
suggested routeing the line as near as possible to the western side of the C4
option. Similarly, another respondent suggested routeing the overhead line in the
proposed route alignment option C4 in such a way that it would avoid the village of
Rhydargaeau.
7.30

Alignment option C5

7.30.1 There were two comments on alignment option C5, referring to its impact on local
tourist attractions such as the Gwili Pottery, as well as on agriculture and food
production.
7.31

Alignment option C6

7.31.1 One respondent referred to this section, highlighting the potential cumulative
impact of alignment option C6 and other existing power infrastructure on silage
fields:
7.31.2 “With reference to C6 - There are already electricity poles on these fields. There
are wet fields and have drains in them. Another field further north is also a silage
field.” (User ID 100233)
7.32

General comments - Section C

7.33

Engineering, design and construction

7.33.1 A small number of comments were made with regard to engineering, design and
construction. Some respondents raised concerns over the limited access to open
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land or public roads during the construction phase, in particular the access roads
to a local school.
7.34

Environment

7.34.1 Comments on the environment focused mostly on the potential negative visual
impact of overhead lines on the local landscape and countryside views. One
response in particular referred to the Gwili Valley as an area of outstanding natural
beauty and felt that this would be spoiled by an overhead power line. Other
members of the public expressed a concern that even wooden pole structures
would have a negative visual impact on the scenic landscape and, as a result,
would affect the local tourism industry.
7.34.2 One respondent cited the cumulative impact of existing infrastructure and the
potential impact on the landscape around the B4301:
7.34.3 “Our B-4301 corridor of open countryside is already sandwiched between the busy
A484 and A485, with their chains of strip development. The B4301 is mostly
appreciated as a ‘green respite’ by those who drive along it. The driver's pleasure
would be diminished, but for ourselves and our neighbours, it would be a daily
distress to view 50" high poles and cables.” (User ID 100227)
7.35

Health and safety

7.35.1 A small number of comments were made in relation to health and safety issues,
with one respondent mentioning the potential safety hazard due to low flying
aircraft frequently passing above the proposed section, especially under extreme
weather conditions:
7.35.2 “Low flying aircraft frequently pass above the chosen corridor, both jets and
transporter aircraft. They both fly very low, in particular the transporter aircraft,
and this will be a hazard particularly in bad weather, and a threat to the homes
nearby.” (User ID 100142)
7.36

Land owner issues

7.36.1 A few responses focused on land owner issues, mostly regarding the proximity of
Section C to privately owned or rented land. While the majority of respondents
expressed their concern over Section C crossing or affecting their land, one
respondent had no preference and noted that:
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7.36.2 “Whichever way the line goes it crosses land we own or rent so whichever is your
favourite option.” (User ID 100266)
7.37

Policies, principles and project case

7.37.1 There were a small number of comments regarding policies, principles and project
case. One respondent made specific reference to a recent 34.2 metre wind
turbine being erected by one of their neighbours and suggested that putting the
proposed route closer to their farm would not cause strong objection.
7.38

Routeing and design

7.38.1 A large number of respondents expressed their general support for this entire
section to be placed underground, mainly due to environmental and socioeconomic reasons. However, concerns were raised regarding the proximity of
overhead lines to populated areas such as villages and other settlements including
private properties, farms, schools and community centres.
7.38.2 A few members of the public suggested avoiding roadside views or very busy
roads such as the A485. A few respondents suggested that underground cables
could be used in specific sections in order to mitigate cumulative impacts of the
proposed overhead line and the existing infrastructure:
7.38.3 “I would like to bring to your attention to the fact that a wide sidewalk/footpath runs
alongside the A485 from Rhydargeau all the way to the hospital in Carmarthen.
An ideal place to lay underground cables.” (User ID 100227)
7.39

Socio-economic

7.39.1 Comments on socio-economic issues in relation to Section C focussed on the
adverse effect on tourism and local businesses. Many members of the public
stated that the area is highly dependent on tourism and raised concerns about the
potential impact on the local economy. Other respondents mentioned the potential
impact on specific recreation activities such as fishing, horse riding or children
flying kites.
7.39.2 Specific impacts on agriculture and food production were mentioned by some
respondents, with comments mostly focusing on the loss of agricultural land, with
particular attention given to silage fields used by farmers to feed their livestock.
One respondent mentioned the potential hazard of overhead lines to farm
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machinery, noting their vulnerability to adverse weather effects.
7.40

Section D

7.40.1 This part of the report summarises public comments regarding options D1 and D 3
only as all other options which relate to the connection to Bryn Llywelyn Wind
Farm have now been discounted. It then summarises comments by theme, where
respondents made comments in response to Section D as a whole. Comments
which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76 of this
report. A total of 55 responses from members of the public commented on Section
D although this report only refers to comments received about D1 and D3.
7.41

Alignment option D1

7.41.1 A number of respondents expressed opposition to alignment option D1, in most
cases highlighting the potential impacts arising from the proximity of this route
option to their property. They expressed concerns in particular about the potential
visual impact and the devaluation of property arising from this option.
7.41.2 Other concerns raised by those opposing alignment option D1 included loss of
access and land utility, safety concerns relating to proximity of overhead lines, as
well as impact on agricultural land and livestock. One respondent referred to the
potential environmental impact of alignment option D1 arising from tree-felling:
7.41.3 “I consider the amount of tree-felling and consequent logging lorry traffic
environmentally unacceptable. Undergrounding would be bad enough overgrounding would create THREE times the environmental damage.” (User ID
33)
7.41.4 Some respondents raised concerns about the potential impact on a number of
private spring water supplies within alignment option D1, with water storage tanks
and underground pipelines also mentioned in one instance. A few respondents
suggested alterations to the alignment proposed near their property in order to
mitigate such impacts or the visual impact that would occur:
7.41.5 “Depending on the routeing of the overhead wires and high density (18m) wooden
poles the detrimental visual impact to us could be reduced if they are sited at the
lowest point in the valley and the existing mature tree lines on the approach to our
land and on our land are utilised to the maximum.” (User ID 100121)
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7.42

Alignment option D3

7.42.1 There were only a small number of comments on alignment option D3, including
one respondent who opposed the route suggesting that an alternative alignment
further south would be more suitable as it is mostly plantation. Potential disruption
to spring water supply was also highlighted, in one case specifically in relation to
water sources and storage at the proposed junction of alignment options D1, D3
and D4. The same respondent also expressed concern about the clearing of
ancient broadleaf woodland at the same location because of its role in mitigating
impacts from nearby wind farm developments:
7.42.2 “…these trees, although not on our property, currently protect us from some of the
noise from the current wind farm and are likely to also protect us from some noise
and maybe flicker from Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm.” (User ID 100265)
7.43

General comments – Section D

7.44

Consultation and information

7.44.1 Some respondents commenting on Section D felt that the views of local
communities had not been taken into account in drawing up the alignment options
within this section. One respondent in favour of an alternative route through the
forest raised the issue of equity in the consultation process, suggesting that the
concerns of the Forestry Commission had overridden those of affected
communities. A few landowners in Section D also criticised WPD’s
communications, pointing either to a lack of information provided to affected
landowners (or the timeliness of this) or in some instances unclear or contradictory
information regarding how particular areas or properties within Section D would be
affected.
7.44.2 A number of respondents specifically requested follow-up to their response,
including specific requests for confirmation of how their property will be affected or
for further involvement in the process. For example, one member of the public
requested being privy to any discussions with surveyors or engineers about private
water supply, should undergrounding be considered near their property.
7.45

Engineering, design and construction

7.45.1 Many of the comments within this theme related to the potential impacts arising
from construction, among which the most prominent concern was the impact on
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roads and traffic. As well as respondents expressing concern about the impact of
blocked roads and the need to mitigate this impact, Llwynwalter Road and the
adjoining A485 was highlighted as a location where construction access would be
particularly problematic. One respondent suggested bringing forward planned
road improvements in order to mitigate against this:
7.45.2 “Alltwalis is a particularly bad bottleneck area on the A485. It would have been
sensible to have built the long ago planned bypass for Alltwalis before any of these
schemes began. Perhaps the Welsh Assembly or the Westminster Government
would like to oblige.” (User ID 100265)
7.45.3 Other respondents felt that the topography of the steep sided valley in this section
would mean that construction and maintenance would be difficult as well as
restricting access for residents on local roads.
7.45.4 There were also a small number of comments on the design of pylons, generally in
relation to the potential visual impact of an overhead connection. One respondent
asked for confirmation on how many pylons would be used on the route and
where. Others expressed concern about the height of the poles and the resulting
impact on the landscape, as well as the wellbeing of residents. In one case the
design was contrasted with the existing local electricity distribution lines in
Carmarthenshire:
7.45.5 “…thankfully these are of small size and randomly spaced so their impact is small
compared to a formal massively large twin pole series of structures following a
near straight line with cables replicating an industrial landscape.” (User ID 64)
7.46

Environment

7.46.1 Among specific environmental impacts identified in comments on alignment option
D, one landowner was particularly concerned about the environmental impacts
that would result from undergrounding:
7.46.2 “We oppose an underground cable as we feel this would be more damaging to our
water collecting areas, as heavy plant and proposed trenching would cause a
significant amount of disturbance to the fragile ecology in this area.” (User ID
100276)
7.46.3 The most prominent environmental concern was the potential visual impact on the
landscape of overhead lines. Many respondents expressed concern about the
60

Second Interim Consultation Report

character and beauty of local scenery and countryside enjoyed by communities
such as Alltwalis and Carmarthen.
7.46.4 Many respondents also emphasised particular concern about the cumulative
impact of the connection in addition to that of wind farm development in the area.
Generally this concern related to the character of the area more broadly, with
corresponding impacts on tourism and property values. Other comments
highlighted the impact on a particular properties’ outlook:
7.46.5 “We bought our home with 10 turbines in view, so we felled many trees in order to
have a beautiful view in a different direction. We cannot do this again when you
put turbines up and spoil another view. Had we have known about these turbines
when we viewed our house we would not have bought it.” (User ID 87)
7.46.6 Some of these suggested that the poles be placed along the valley floor to
minimise visibility, whereas others focused on screening the line by placing it
behind trees.
7.46.7 Members of the public expressed concern about a diverse range of flora and fauna
that they felt could potentially be disturbed or otherwise affected by an overhead
connection. This included badgers, field mice, frogs a number of species of birds
(including owls), plants and hedges as well as rivers and ponds and other habitats
supporting wildlife. In some cases these concerns related to wildlife present on an
individual’s property, with some respondents drawing attention to their own efforts
to enhance conservation on their own land:
7.46.8 “I have owned this land since 1995 and specifically bought it to improve and
increase the conservation value of the land, I have spent a great deal of time
creating ponds, planting trees, shrubs and creating access tracks for the benefit of
wildlife and for amenity purposes.” (User ID 100134)
7.46.9 One respondent also drew attention to the wildlife within a designated Amenity
Local Nature Reserve, including honey bee colonies.
7.46.10 A small number of respondents expressed concern about the potential impact on
woodland, one of whom advocated the use of undergrounding through the forest
following existing roads as this would reduce the need to fell trees.
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7.47

Health

7.47.1 Aside from more general concern about the health impacts arising from proximity
to overhead lines, a few comments highlighted the potential cumulative impacts
affecting residents as a result of the proposed connection in combination with
nearby wind farm developments. In addition to the visual impacts, these included
noise and associated impacts on health and wellbeing, such as stress.
7.47.2 “There is also research evidence of health risks associated with living in close
proximity to similar cables. We will have enough noise and health problems from
noise from the new wind farm, as evidenced by the problems with the existing
wind farm!” (User ID 251500)
7.47.3 Safety was also a concern for some respondents by some land and property
owners potentially affected by an overhead line. Specific concerns highlighted
included injury to horses and riders from posts and stays and hazards from heavy
machinery used to lift bales. Concern was also expressed about the health and
safety of livestock as a result of the proposed connection. Wind noise from
vibrating cables, as well as snow and icicles were all cited as factors which could
impact animals. One respondent expressed concern that electrical shocks, falling
poles and cables could be harmful to both themselves and their livestock.
7.48

Landowner issues

7.48.1 The majority of the comments within this theme consisted of respondents noting
that their property likely be affected by a particular option. Their specific concerns
are summarised under the relevant options above. A few such landowners also
stated that they would not grant easement or wayleaves to allow access to their
land, in one case adding that a compulsory purchase order would have to be
issued. Another landowner expressed concern that the installation may constrain
them from using much of their land.
7.48.2 There is was also a comment from a member of the public relating to land
surveying, noting that the agents failed to arrive at the appointed time.
7.49

Policies, principles and project case

7.49.1 There were some comments made about the Alltwalis wind farm and wind farms in
the area in general. Most of these underlined the cumulative impact of these
developments on local communities. One respondent also disputed the need for
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further wind farms in the area by arguing that the Alltwalis wind farm is not
currently operating at capacity.
7.50

Routeing

7.50.1 A number of members of the public commenting on this section stated their
opposition to any overhead connection across this section. In terms of more
specific comments on the routeing within this section, one member of the public
suggested that a section at the junction of alignment options D1, D3 and D4 can
be rerouted slightly in order to avoid impacts on private water supplies affecting a
number of properties.
7.51

Socio-economic

7.51.1 A number of members of the public commenting on this section expressed
concern about the cumulative impact on communities as a result of the connection
project in combination with the recent development of wind farms in the area. A
small number of respondents referred to specific impact such as loss of access
which may occur as a result of both, although generally this was about the loss of
landscape character as a result of development and the corresponding impact on
tourism and the local economy:
7.51.2 “This area has already been adversely affected by the Alltwalis Wind Power
Station development. A further three possible developments with the inevitable
grid connection will impact upon the local landscape and scenery, plants, animals
and birds, transport, tourism and in general the quality of life of local residents.”
(User ID 100272)
7.52

Section E

7.52.1 This section of the report summarises public comments on Section E and its nine
alignment options labelled E1 to E9. It then summarises comments by theme,
where respondents made comments in response to Section E as a whole.
Comments which applied to the whole project have been summarised in part 7.76
of this report. A total of 68 responses from members of the public commented on
Section E.
7.53

Alignment option E1

7.53.1 One respondent noted in their response that while alignment option E1 would have
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negative impacts upon the landscape and tourism, it does avoid Ancient SemiNatural Woodland. They also highlight the importance of such woodland to local
residents.
7.54

Alignment option E2

7.54.1 A few respondents raised specific concerns regarding alignment option E2 due to
the potential impact on the local landscape, natural environment and tourism.
7.54.2 One respondent highlighted local water courses supporting various amphibians, as
well as raising concern for a number of bird, reptile, amphibian and butterfly
species. They also suggested that the surrounding area includes otters and
polecats, and noted that surveys are currently being carried out to determine the
presence of pine marten. Additionally they noted their concern for potential
impacts on a borehole used for domestic use.
7.54.3 One respondent expressed concerns about the views of this area from the
Abergorlech Conservation Area and the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
They also highlighted the importance of these areas to the local tourist industry.
Additionally they raised concern for Ancient Semi Natural Woodland along the
route.
7.55

Alignment option E3

7.55.1 A number or respondents raised concerns for alignment option E3 from the
perspective of landscape and environment impacts, engineering and construction
concerns and socio-economic impacts.
7.55.2 A number of respondents raised concern for the visual impact upon the Cothi
Valley Special Landscape Area, sometimes referencing the importance of Special
Landscape Areas indicated in Carmarthenshire County Council planning guidance.
7.55.3 “I bought it [respondent’s home] because it is in a beautiful rural area completely
unspoilt, with no industrial development – no traffic – no artificial lights – no
modern industrial blight. Your proposals will destroy all that we and our
neighbours value about this special place. There are very few such places left.”
(User ID 251254)
7.55.4 Some respondents suggested that the nature of the land in alignment option E3 is
particularly sensitive to a new connection; specifically the steep gradients around
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the Cothi River crossing. They suggested that this river crossing would be highly
visible from the surrounding area and from roads east of the river. Another
respondent highlighted the fact that the alignment option E3, E6, E8 crosses the
Cothi River, only to cross it again, suggesting that river crossings are the most
sensitive areas in terms of landscape.
7.55.5 Some respondents also suggested that this area would require large areas of
woodland to be cleared, further impacting the landscape. One respondent pointed
out an absence of overhead wires and suggested that it would be undesirable to
use this route.
7.55.6 A few respondents however noted their preference for alignment option E3 and
suggested that it has the least visual impact of the proposed options. One reason
put forward for this was that it mostly avoids the Cothi Valley Special Landscape
Area and could avoid the Ancient Semi Natural Woodland.
7.55.7 A number of respondents pointed out the potential impact on wildlife habitats,
highlighting rare flora and fauna including kites, mosses and wildflowers which
could potentially be affected. Some respondents also highlighted the existence of
natural springs which residents rely on for domestic water supplies. One
respondent noted that work is currently being undertaken in the area to improve
the management of peatland which could be negatively affected by the
connection.
7.55.8 Some respondents raised concerns regarding the topography of alignment option
E3 as well as access for construction and maintenance purposes. Some
respondents highlighted a number of steep and winding roads not suitable for
heavy goods vehicles. One respondent recognised the challenge of crossing the
River Cothi, however suggested that this would be less demanding than alignment
option E9 in terms of engineering.
7.55.9 Some respondents highlighted the sharp change of direction in alignment option
E3 and suggested that this conflicts with the Holford Rules. Others also
questioned the choice of this option given that it would form part of the longest
route in Section E, conflicting with the Holford rules and increasing construction
and maintenance costs.
7.55.10 A number of respondents noted their concern for the impacts on the local
economy of the area, particularly in relation to tourism and associated activities,
including fishing and the use of local footpaths. Of particular concern was the
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footpath and footbridge crossing the River Cothi.
7.55.11 “The local dependency on tourism and holiday lets would be threatened. As would
be the public walk to and from Brechfa.” (User ID 71)
7.55.12 Furthermore, one respondent noted safety their concerns regarding the connection
crossing land used for recreational activities including kite and model aircraft
flying.
7.55.13 One respondent stated that they intend to apply for compensation should the
connection adversely affect their property or surrounding views.
7.56

Alignment option E4

7.56.1 Some respondents commented on the natural environment and suggested that the
connection could interfere with environmentally friendly farming practices. They
noted that these practices create habitats for red squirrels, dormice and greater
horseshoe bats. Alignment option E4 was also noted as containing a variety of
rare fauna including birds, mammals, reptiles, amphibians and butterflies, as well
as rare plants and wildlife ponds. One respondent noted that it crosses a Glastir
biodiversity protection area.
7.56.2 Respondents who raised landscape concerns focused primarily on the effect of the
connection on the Cothi Valley and the historic landscape, as well as the area
surrounding the B road from Abergorlech to Nantgaredig.
7.56.3 “I object to zone E4 on the basis that it is almost all with the SLA and also impacts
on elements of the DAT Historic Landscape Area. Again it is also all within the
LANDMAP visual and sensory High area.” (User ID 86)
7.56.4 A few respondents made comments regarding the potential impact on tourism.
Respondents noted that it is a popular tourist route, containing many guest houses
and used by cyclists, walkers and horse riders. Specifically highlighted were
routes between Brechfa village and Abergorlech. One respondent also
commented on the educational value of the area:
7.56.5 “We have hosted many farm visits from environmental officers from at home and
abroad, school groups, university groups, tourists staying in our holiday cottage,
Tir Goval and Glastir potential entrants etc.” (User ID 100166)
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7.56.6 One respondent also raised particular concern for property values arising from the
visual impact of an overhead connection. One respondent suggested that the line
should follow existing power lines.
7.56.7 Regarding issues related to construction, one respondent highlighted areas of
marshy grassland and suggested that they would not be accessible for much of
the year. One respondent highlighted private water pipes running through the
forestry plantation. Others raised concern for the impact of construction upon local
traffic, particularly with regard to the B4310.
7.56.8 Some respondents suggested that the connection should be underground through
this area, with one respondent suggesting that the cables could be buried in the
green road down the hillside. They also suggested that this area benefits from
easy access for heavy machinery.
7.57

Alignment option E5

7.57.1 Respondents referring to alignment option E5 mainly focused upon the impact on
tourism interests in the area, as well as the impact on Cothi Valley Special
Landscape Area. Some respondents focused on the potential impact on the
landscape and views of the valley. One respondent suggested that the valley in
alignment option A5 is particularly remote and undeveloped and as such any
impacts would be of a greater magnitude:
7.57.2 “There are no wires, poles or masts in this area at all and it has undisturbed
pasture, streams, woodland and tranquillity that is hard to find elsewhere these
days… The land is a wildlife haven and has had very little interference from man.”
(User ID 100182)
7.57.3 Some respondents also raised concern regarding the amount of woodland that
would have to be cleared in this alignment option and suggested that it would have
an adverse effect on the on local flora and fauna. One respondent noted local
efforts to improve the management of peatland in the area which could be
compromised by the connection. In regard to the historic environment, one
respondent highlighted archaeological sites:
7.57.4 “E6 [and] E5 go through valuable archaeological areas on the Graig, and will also
be very visible.” (User ID 100230)
7.57.5 Some respondents were concerned about the impact on tourism businesses in the
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area, such as holiday cottages. One respondent pointed out the potential
disruption caused by the closure of the B4310. Some respondents were
concerned about the potential impact on fishing and the value of fishing rights on
the River Cothi and noted the space and unrestricted height that fly fishing
requires. Another respondent highlighted the footpath running along the river from
Darren Fawr to Brechfa as of particular concern.
7.57.6 With regard to the design and construction of the connection, one respondent
noted that option E5 would form part of the longest route within Section E. They
suggested that this would result in greater visual impact, construction costs and
maintenance costs. Another respondent noted that a lack of access roads or
tracks would limit access for construction machinery.
7.58

Alignment option E6

7.58.1 Many respondents who commented on alignment option E6 raised objection to it
on the grounds that it is entirely within the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
They also often raised objection due to the potential impact on the landscape,
however one respondent recommended this alignment option as it benefits from a
stretch of forestry.
7.58.2 Other respondents highlighted the potential impact upon local wildlife habitats.
Respondents particularly highlighted otters, dormice, wildflowers and birds such as
dippers and kingfishers. Furthermore some respondent noted that if alignment
option E6 was chosen, then the River Cothi would have to be crossed in alignment
option E8, resulting in negative environmental and landscape impacts. One
respondent noted areas of peatland and ongoing efforts to improve its
management.
7.58.3 “Not only is this area designated a ‘Special Landscape Area’ it is important visually
and in terms of wildlife habitat.” (User ID 29)
7.58.4 In regard to the historic environment, one respondent highlighted nearby
archaeological sites on the Graig.
7.58.5 Respondents often suggested that the impact upon the surrounding views and
Special Landscape Area would have an adverse effect on the tourist industry and
subsequently people working and living in the area. One respondent suggested
that the connection should avoid residential properties and raised concerns for the
health impacts of local residents.
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7.58.6 One respondent highlighted the potential impact on agriculture, suggesting that
this alignment corridor would go through the farms ‘best land’.
7.58.7 Some respondents noted that selecting option E6 would result in a much longer
route. They suggested that this would lead to greater visual impact and
construction and maintenance costs.
7.58.8 One respondent highlighted often waterlogged land which would be inaccessible
for much of the year. Another respondent noted that choosing this alignment
option would result in construction traffic crossing the bridge at Abergorlech which
has width restrictions.
7.59

Alignment option E7

7.59.1 Respondents who referred to alignment section E7 raised a number of concerns,
regarding the landscape, natural environment and socio-economic impacts.
7.59.2 Some respondents were particularly concerned about the impact of the connection
on natural woodland, wet woodland and ancient oak trees which may be subject to
a preservation order. Respondents also highlighted the importance of the local
woodland and its management to biodiversity. Some respondents highlighted
particular concern for otters, dormice, crane-flies and many bird species. Some
respondents raised specific concern for bats, suggesting that a bat survey should
be carried out.
7.59.3 “It is rich in flora and fauna and it would be a decimation of all that is good if this
was disturbed in any way by the potential erection of those wooden poles.” (User
ID 100195)
7.59.4 Some respondents suggested that at potential river crossings, the impact upon
endangered species would be particularly great. One respondent noted that
alignment option E7 goes through a NRW Flood Zone 3.
7.59.5 A number of respondents raised concern for the impact on the surrounding
landscape and scenery, highlighting particular concern for the Cothi Valley. Some
respondents suggested that undergrounding should be the only option through this
area. A few respondent highlighted concern for the impact upon the scenery
surrounding the B4310. In terms of cultural heritage one respondent highlighted
the existence of a Grade II listed Cruck-framed house, noting that it is one of only
a few in the area.
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7.59.6 A number of respondents raised concerns for local tourism businesses, suggesting
that the landscape or construction impacts would reduce the number of tourists
visiting the area. One respondent suggested that they may open holiday homes in
the future, whilst others highlighted the importance of tourism to the local
economy:
7.59.7 “The rural community can struggle financially in the current agricultural climates so
tourism is a growing part of rural income streams. The Cothi Valley is known for
its beauty and that is what attracts tourism so please don't ruin this.” (User ID 86)
7.59.8 Some respondents noted that as there are few trails or footpaths in the area, the
B4310 is often used by walkers and cyclists. For this reason they suggested
particular attention should be paid to the surrounding scenery. Another
respondent highlighted fishing rights along the river and suggested that rights of
access and parking should be maintained.
7.59.9 The potential impact upon agriculture was a concern to some respondents. Some
noted that alignment option E7 contains their best land. Others suggested that the
connection could restrict their ability to farm the land or meet their environmental
commitments. One respondent commented on their desire for future generations
to be able to farm the land in the same way and suggested that the connection
could negatively impact upon their ability to do so.
7.59.10 Some respondents commented on local ground conditions, noting certain areas of
land that are susceptible to flooding, badly drained and often waterlogged. One
respondent highlighted land containing many unstable trees and noted that access
may be difficult. Some respondents believed that should any of the connection run
south of the River Cothi, then access would be difficult given the narrow bridge at
Abergorlech. Other respondents noted private tracks used for farming, suggesting
that they are often blocked and not suitable for construction use. One respondent
suggested that the area benefits from easy access for heavy machinery.
7.59.11 Many respondents suggested that if this alignment option is chosen then the
connection should be made underground.
7.59.12 “E4, E7 and E8 affect the beautiful Cothi Valley and conservation areas and the
tourism businesses based there. Undergrounding is the only option here.” (User
ID 33)
7.59.13 Some respondents noted that this alignment options could potentially cross the
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River Cothi, which they highlight as a particular concern. One respondent
suggested that rather than cross the farmland, the connection should, as much as
possible, follow NRW land. One respondent suggested that the connection should
follow existing power lines rather that infringe upon the unspoilt landscape of
option E7.
7.60

Alignment option E8

7.60.1 Many respondents who commented on alignment option E8 raised concern for the
potential impacts upon the village of Abergorlech and views of the surrounding
area. Of particular concern to some respondents was the view from Pont Cothi in
the centre of Abergorlech and views of the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
7.60.2 “The steeply sloping forest on the horizon in the centre of the view is where the
powerline is proposed to go at section E8. A 60m scar in the forest at this point
would be clearly visible from this listed bridge, destroying the view.” (User ID
100203)
7.60.3 Other respondents noted that the landscape is particularly sensitive at the point
the connection crosses the Rover Cothi. For some respondents placing the
connection underground along the road would minimise the impact upon the
Special Landscape Area. One respondent in contrast, suggested that the
alignment option E8 benefits from a stretch of forest and believed that the
connection may be far enough from Abergorlech to minimise the visual impact.
7.60.4 From a cultural heritage perspective, respondents often noted that the village of
Abergorlech is a conservation zone and that Pont Cothi is a Grade II* listed bridge.
7.60.5 For a number of respondents the potential impact on wildlife and biodiversity is of
exceptional concern, with a large number of invertebrates, amphibians, reptiles,
mammals and birds highlighted. One respondent also noted that many of these
species are UK BAP listed. Some respondents noted various habitats as of
importance to wildlife including woodlands, gardens and the River Cothi.
Respondents also highlighted restored ancient woodland and a plantation on an
ancient woodland site. One respondent noted that alignment option E8 crosses a
NRW Flood Zone 3.
7.60.6 A number of respondents raised concerns about tourism, noting that Abergorlech
is a popular tourist destination. Some respondents commented that the village
contains many businesses reliant on tourism and is the starting point for mountain
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bike trails.
7.60.7 “The placement of a high voltage overhead line would have a negative impact on
the scenery reducing its appeal to tourists.” (User ID 100203)
7.60.8 For another respondent the cumulative impact of both the wind farms and an
overhead connection would be too great.
7.60.9 Other socio-economic considerations focused on the impact of overhead lines on
property values and on the impact of the connection upon agriculture. Some
respondents suggested that the connection could reduce farmers’ ability to farm
the land and pass on this way of living to future generations.
7.60.10 With regard to the route chosen for alignment option E8, some respondents
suggested that it is too close to properties, with one respondent criticising the
decision to avoid only the Abergorlech conservation zone and not all the properties
that make up the village. Some respondents suggested that undergrounding
should be the only possible option, while one respondent noted that should a
southern alignment be chosen, there is no alternative to option E8. One
respondent raised concern that the route would pass the front of properties and
suggested that the visual impact would be less if placed behind them, beyond the
woodland.
7.60.11 In terms of construction and maintenance considerations, one respondent noted
that option E8 goes through steep ground and pointed out a landslip area as well
as an underground pipeline. They also noted that the area surrounding the
alignment contain western hemlock. They suggested that hemlock regenerates
rapidly and would require regular clearing, which would also lead to wind damage
in surrounding trees. Other respondents noted that the bridge in Abergorlech has
width restrictions which could limit access.
7.61

Alignment option E9

7.61.1 Alignment option E9 received a variety of comments and concerns from
respondents. A number of respondents were supportive of this alignment option
as it avoids the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area and more populated areas.
Respondents often offered their support for this option as it would be the more
direct route. Additionally, respondents suggested it would be hidden by trees and
minimise environmental impacts given that most of the woodland is plantation.
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7.61.2 “I am in favour of route E9 as it is the least intrusive, going through fewer
properties and being shielded by the forestry for much of the route. It also avoids
blighting the unspoilt valleys of the Cothi and Llanllawddog which provide stunning
scenery appreciated by locals and tourists alike.” (User ID16)
7.61.3 Some respondents offered partial support for this alignment option, often
suggesting that this would be their preference should it not be possible to
underground the connection though the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area.
However, other respondents raise specific concerns for the impacts of the
connection upon option E9.
7.61.4 One respondent highlighted the lack of urban development in the area and
suggested that the landscape would be spoilt by the connection. Another
suggested that option E9 would require too much tree felling and that this would
consequently impinge upon views from Mynydd Llanllwni. Some respondents
suggested that the landscape impacts should be mitigated as much as possible
either by undergrounding the connection, or by following low-lying land.
7.61.5 One respondent highlighted listed buildings in alignment option E9, including an
ancient church. They asked that should this route be chosen, then it should pass
north of, and far from the church using low-lying land.
7.61.6 One respondent raised concern for the local wildlife highlighting a number of birds,
amphibians and mammals including polecats present on their land. They also
highlighted dawn and coastal redwoods as of particular concern. One respondent
also noted that the water from ditches and streams are used by local residents for
domestic use.
7.61.7 Some respondents raised concern for tourism in the area, specifically the village of
Gwernogle, and suggested that the unspoilt landscape is an important reason why
tourists visit the area.
7.61.8 A few participants raised concern regarding the impact of the connection on
properties and the cumulative impact of both the wind farms and the connection.
One respondent suggested that to minimise the impact, WPD should maintain a
distance of 80 metres from properties.
7.61.9 Another respondent raised particular concern for the impact on a personal
Christmas tree plantation and organic land, noting the potential loss of income
should this area be cleared for the connection.
73

Second Interim Consultation Report

7.61.10 A number of respondents raised concerns regarding engineering, construction and
maintenance within alignment option E9. Some respondents noted the
engineering challenges of crossing this terrain and the associated expense. In
contrast to this, some respondents suggested that the terrain of this area should
have been considered during the wind farm planning applications. One
respondent suggested that because of this the wind farm developers should pay
any additional engineering or undergrounding costs.
7.61.11 Some respondents noted that steel lattice structures would be required within this
alignment option. They suggested that this option should be ruled out for this
reason, given that WPD had suggested that the route would be erected on
wooden poles.
7.61.12 Other respondents asked that consideration be given to the poor telephone and
broadband services in the area and that the surrounding roads are maintained to
avoid damage to cars. One respondent also highlighted land which is only
accessible by foot due to being waterlogged and containing a deep ford. In
support of this option, one respondent suggested that the area is less exposed to
weather and experiences less traffic.
7.61.13 With regard to the alignment, one respondent suggested that the connection
should follow an existing power line, minimising the visual impact. Other
respondents suggested that the route should follow NRW land either entirely or as
much as possible.
7.61.14 “It seems a mystery that the route should be run over a village when there is
nothing but 'blank' NRW hillside adjoining the route.” (User ID 100278)
7.62

General comments – Section E

7.62.1 The following section summarises comments by theme, where respondents made
comments in response to Section E as a whole. If their comment applied to the
whole project, they have been summarised in part 7.76 of this report.
7.63

Consultation and information

7.63.1 Some respondents made comments on the consultation materials for Section E. A
few respondents noted that alignment option E9 is not mentioned on the feedback
form. One respondent suggested that documentation on undergrounding is biased
in favour of overhead lines, whereas another respondent disputes a settlement
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boundary drawn on a map of alignment option E8.
7.64

Cost

7.64.1 In regard to the cost of undergrounding, one respondent suggested that the
additional cost could be partially offset by using the same trench for fibre-optic
cables.
7.65

Engineering, design and construction

7.65.1 With regard to construction issues, one respondent noted the additional lorry
movements resulting from clearance of forest and the consequences for the local
road network. Another respondent noted that many parts of Section E are
unsuitable for large vehicles.
7.66

Environment

7.66.1 A number of respondents raised concerns for the impact on the landscape within
Section E, as well as the potential damage to the environment and wildlife during
the construction phase. Respondents often raised strong concerns for the impact
on the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area and highlighted a number of
endangered flora and fauna.
7.66.2 Some respondents note the link between the landscape and the cultural heritage
of the area, suggesting that both could be disrupted by the connection. Another
respondent suggested that the impact of the connection on future generations
should be considered:
7.66.3 “…ruining this landscape which if anyone is at all environmentally alert and
conscious should be recognized as an inheritance for future generations.” (User ID
58)
7.66.4 Some respondents discussed the cumulative impact of the wind farms in
combination with the connection, or responded in more general terms, criticising
the ‘industrialisation’ of the area.
7.66.5 One respondent also asked that the natural water supply of those outside the
alignment options is considered when constructing the line.

75

Second Interim Consultation Report

7.67

Land owner issues

7.67.1 A number of respondents noted that the alignment corridors cross their land.
Many of these respondents objected to the use of their land for the connection,
whilst some noted that they would not object, or described specific routeings to
which they would not object. Additionally, some respondents asked that WPD pay
their land agent fees in association with the project. One respondent pointed out
that no-one has been in contact to ask permission to survey the route.
7.68

Routeing

7.68.1 Regarding the route of the connection in Section E, a number of respondents
suggested that the connection should follow forestry land as much as possible, in
order to minimise the impact on local communities. Some of these respondents
were of the view that NRW were beneficiaries of the wind farms and as such
should experience the impacts of the connection, rather than local landowners,
residents and farmers:
7.68.2 “As most of the wind turbines will be on forestry commission land, wouldn't it be
better to keep the electricity cables on their land instead.” (User ID 100206)
7.68.3 Furthermore, one respondent suggested that this would mean clearance of
plantation rather than ancient woodland and that were it to disrupt ancient
woodland, this would be preferable to disrupting local communities. Another
respondent suggested that within the forestry there are many tracks which could
be used for routeing the connection.
7.68.4 Many respondents simply stated that the only option should be for the connection
to be made underground, or that the two options for consideration should be to
follow the forestry, or go underground.
7.69

Socio-economic

7.69.1 Some respondents made general comments on Section E regarding the potential
impact upon tourism and the local economy. These respondents often noted that
the tourism industry is dependent upon an unspoilt landscape. Respondents also
highlighted various recreation activities such as cycling, walking and fishing which
attract tourists to the area, and as such should not be disrupted.
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7.69.2 “This area is full of holiday cottages and this proposed route would detract from
the scenic beauty of the area, therefore putting off tourists that bring money into
our area.” (User ID 84)
7.69.3 One respondent suggested that some of the impact on communities could be
mitigated by creating canter tracks for horse riders along the route.
7.70

General comments on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project

7.70.1 This chapter summarises general comments submitted by those individual
members of the public who did not make specific reference to any of the five
proposed Sections A to E.
7.71

Consultation and information

7.71.1 Many respondents expressed concerns over the overall consultation process,
mostly regarding the perceived low level of fairness, accessibility or quality of
information provided by WPD. Some respondents described the consultation
process as a tick box exercise, failing to take public views into consideration.
Others focused more on the quality of materials and often criticised them for
misleading the public by using jargonistic terminology or lacking the right level of
detail:
7.71.2 “Stage 2 of the consultation again you have misled the public by using terminology
not familiar to the public. Many people even farming organisations thought that
the route was the purple line which said ‘preferred route corridor’ many have said ‘I
am not going to the consultation meetings because the purple line is far enough
away’.” (User ID 8)
7.71.3 In reference to a separate planning application for work at the New Lodge
Substation in Burry Port as a result of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project, one
respondent argued that a lack of clear information meant that the public could not
be expected to participate effectively:
7.71.4 “… it seems completely wrong that you are carrying out the public consultation
process without this detail being specified. How can the public participate fully in
the consultation when this detail is not known?” (User ID 100093)
7.71.5 One respondent criticised the maps for being too small, suggesting that this was
done on purpose so that the public could not see clearly the route alignment
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options. A landowner made specific reference to a habitat survey map which did
not have enough detail to show the placement of a NRW designated ancient
woodland. Other comments on consultation materials suggested a perceived lack
of detail on the use of steel structures and on individual properties. Other
respondents requested more information regarding the latitude and longitude of
the alignment, alternative underground routes and environmental impact
assessments. One respondent also remarked that the materials were not
sufficiently accessible, being placed in locations which were not adequately
publicised and where there was little room to study them.
7.71.6 Many respondents also noted that consultation events were not accessible enough
and criticised the locations chosen for being too far for local residents to attend.
Most notably, there were specific references to the villages believed to be most
affected by this project including Abergorlech, Alltwalis, New Inn, Gwyddgrug,
Pencader, with many members of the public noting that these should have been
included as key locations for the events:
7.71.7 “Exhibitions should be arranged in the villages affected by the alignment e.g.
Abergorlech, Gwernogle, New Inn, Gwyddgrug / Pencader, Alltwalis, Pontarsais /
Llanllawddog, Rhydargaeau, Peniel and Abergwili.” (User ID 100097)
7.71.8 A few comments specifically focused on the absence of general public meetings
and the role of drop in sessions, with some respondents describing the latter as a
mere tick box exercise and criticising them for not being valid or consistent
enough:
7.71.9 “It is with great disbelief that I find the inhabitants of Gwyddgrug and Pencader are
expected to travel to your consultation meetings. Even the turbine companies held
consultation meetings in local halls, Pencader Pavilion and Llanllwni Chapel
Village Hall.” (User ID 100109).
7.71.10 While most respondents expressed concerns over the perceived lack of fairness or
inclusiveness of the consultation process, a few respondents supported WPD’s
efforts in providing information to the public:
7.71.11 “I have been impressed so far with the amount of effort being put in by WPD into
informing the public.” (User ID 100131)
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7.72

Cost

7.72.1 The majority of comments focusing on cost suggested that too much emphasis
was placed on costs in the decision making process, especially when deciding
whether to use overhead or underground cables. Most respondents suggested
that impacts on the environment and local communities should not be overridden
by cost or profit related justifications. Another respondent challenged the cost of
the consultation, suggesting that if WPD was able to pay a significant amount of
money on consultation documents, then it could afford the costs for making the
connection underground.
7.72.2 A few respondents also indicated that the connection to the grid should be efficient
or economical and suggested taking the shortest route, or using existing power
infrastructure, in order to minimise the costs of the project. One respondent
suggested that the cheapest option would be an alternative alignment, directly
underground to Felindre. Similarly, many respondents highlighted the long-term
maintenance and lifetime costs associated to overhead power lines, suggesting
that these would prove more expensive in the long run due to vulnerability to
extreme weather conditions. As a result, undergrounding was seen as a more
effective option:
7.72.3 “Maybe for now underground [is] more expensive but in years to come with our
weather, underground would be better and more effective.” (User ID 100267)
7.72.4 Some respondents expressed the view that wind farm developers or WPD, should
bear the costs for putting the cables underground. This was based on the
reasoning that as energy companies make profits from these developments it is
them who should pay.
7.73

Engineering, design and construction

7.73.1 Comments regarding engineering, design and construction were mainly focussed
on the impact of construction or maintenance of overhead lines on accessing
public roads or private land. Some respondents also suggested the vulnerability of
overhead lines to adverse weather, suggesting this could have implications for
network resilience. Other comments focussed on the adverse effects of dust and
noise resulting from the construction phase of the connection.
7.73.2 Some respondents expressed concerns over the design of an overhead
connection. One respondent noted their satisfaction that wooden poles would be
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used for the connection and that effort would be made to avoid homes, however
others felt that wooden poles would still impact upon the landscape. A few
respondents raised concerns regarding the height of the poles and the distance
between them. Another respondent, however, noted that wooden poles would
have an adverse visual impact regardless of height. One respondent was
concerned that the connection could be upgraded to metal pylons at a future date:
7.73.3 “Where will the metal pylons be situated? I am convinced, like the other wooden
pole systems around here, there will be larger metal pylons in certain places.”
(User ID 100115)
7.73.4 Another respondent noted the cumulative noise impact of transport during the
construction of the connection in tandem with the proposed wind farms at Brechfa
Forest West and Brechfa Forest East.
7.73.5 A few other respondents also mentioned engineering constraints due to local
ground conditions or topography such as wet woodlands, steeply sloping land or
falling tress during periods of heavy rainfall, flooding and high wind.
7.74

Environment

7.74.1 The majority of respondents referring to environmental issues expressed concerns
over the visual impact of overhead power lines on the local landscape and wildlife.
One comment made specific reference to the River Cothi and its surrounding
woodland as an important source for wildlife including otters, dippers, kingfishers
and dormice. Impacts on biodiversity and wet woodland habitats were also
mentioned, with one respondent highlighting the need to avoid areas with rich and
diverse flora and fauna listed within the National Environment and Rural
Communities Act 2006. One response focused on the assessment methodology,
highlighting the need for Habitat Risk Assessments in order to ensure wildlife
protection throughout the area.
7.74.2 One respondent challenged the suggestion that the creation of wooded corridors
may be beneficial to bats. They suggested that the emission of UV light from the
cables may be detrimental to the bats. They went on to suggest that more
research should be carried out on this topic before placing cables in
environmentally sensitive areas such as the Cothi Valley:
7.74.3 “The consultation documents suggest that powerlines are passive structures within
the landscape and that the creation of a wooded corridor might actually be positive
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for bats. However recent research suggests that cables and insulators produce
UV light that can be seen by many birds and mammals and presumably
invertebrates (Tyler et al 2014, Conservation Biology). Undoubtedly more
research needs to be conducted into this but I would suggest that placing
powerlines in such an environmentally sensitive area as the Cothi Valley will have
a negative consequence for wildlife.” (User ID 100139)
7.74.4 Some respondents also expressed concerns over the visual impact of overhead
pylons on listed buildings and local landmarks such as the Cothi Valley, Pont Cothi
in Abergorlech and Llangunnor Church.
7.74.5 For some respondents it was important that the visual impact of the connection be
minimised as much as possible, with suggestions made that wooden poles are
‘hidden’ or that the connection should be underground in sensitive landscapes.
7.74.6 Impacts on groundwater and water courses including ponds, rivers and streams
were also mentioned as a concern, with one respondent suggesting the risk of
water sources being contaminated by the installation of overhead pylons.
7.74.7 Some respondents suggested that the impact of the connection would be greater
upon younger generations as they would have to live with the visual impact of the
connection.
7.74.8 A few respondents noted that an underground connection would have an adverse
effect on the environment, however, like most respondents, it was their view that
the impacts of an overhead connection would be far greater.
7.75

Health and safety

7.75.1 A number of general concerns were raised with regard to health and safety issues.
Some respondents referred to health impacts in general terms, whilst others
referred to stress caused by the project. The potential emotional distress caused
by negative visual impacts of overhead pylons on the local landscape was also
mentioned as a concern.
7.75.2 A number of respondents were concerned about EMFs or airborne pollutants
caused by overhead lines. Some respondents mentioned the potential impact on
the health of vulnerable groups such as children, young and elderly people, citing,
as examples, childhood leukaemia and Alzheimer’s. Some respondents
suggested that without further research such risks should not be taken:
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7.75.3 “Keep cabling away from villages and settlements - danger to health has not been
disproved.” (User ID 100271)
7.75.4 Other respondents suggested that overhead lines impact upon the health of
residents at specific distances from the line, with suggestions of 600m to 5km
being made. Another respondent highlighted Australia as an example of where all
new power lines are built underground to minimise health risks.
7.75.5 Many respondents also expressed concerns over the impact of overhead power
lines on air emergency services, including Wales Air Ambulance helicopters used
for transferring patients, as well as other military or rescue helicopters.
7.75.6 Some respondents highlighted concerns regarding the noise levels from overhead
cables during wet or windy weather. A few respondents suggested that noise
impact assessment should be carried out:
7.75.7 “We would be grateful to receive copies of studies which have been conducted in
terms of assessing health implications of overhead connections. Noise
underneath these cables are said to be worse than from wind turbines and
research into electromagnetic fields clearly shows danger to health.” (User ID
100237)
7.76

Land owner issues

7.76.1 A few comments were in regard to land owner issues, with some land owners
complaining they had not been contacted regarding the use of their land, or being
entirely opposed to overhead power lines crossing their land, while others asked
for compensatory measures. One comment in particular mentioned the need for
strict protocols to ensure that WPD would fully engage and cooperate with
appointed land agents. Similarly, concerns were raised over land owners feeling
pressurised to sign agreements with WPD without prior notice and opportunity to
seek specialist advice. One respondent recommended that local landowners seek
the services of a land agent.
7.77

Policy, principles and project case

7.77.1 Many respondents expressed concerns over the increasing number of wind farms,
with some noting the cumulative visual impact of existing and future energy
infrastructure on the Welsh landscape:
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7.77.2 “The number of wind farms has also increased beyond imagination. 1 - 3 turbines
are OK here and there but a collection of them has already spoiled the most
amazing views near Gwernogle, Teifi lakes and Amman Valley (Bettws Mountain).
This approach has to stop.” (User ID 100146)
7.77.3 A few other comments reflected a lack of public trust in energy companies, with
some respondents expressing fears that new routes would set a precedent for
more similar structures to be built in the future. One respondent in particular
expressed concern that the new proposed routes may set precedent for more,
larger structures:
7.77.4 “These wind farms may be accepted in this area provided that we are not
overwhelmed by any more of them.” (User ID 100142)
7.77.5 Similarly, some respondents were worried about the prospect that wooden poles
could be upgraded to metal pylons.
7.77.6 Some respondents suggested that all associated work should be part of a single
planning application, including both the work at New Lodge Substation in Burry
Port, and the wind farm developments:
7.77.7 “Secondly, it also seems completely wrong for any associated works, which would
appear to be intrinsically linked to the overall project, to be the subject of a
separate planning application and not included under the single DCO.” (User ID 6)
7.77.8 One respondent noted that centres of population were not listed amongst the
criteria respondents were asked to consider during the consultation and suggested
that it should have been. Other respondents suggested that the proximity of the
route to residential areas, landscape impact or convergence with other overhead
lines would contravene the Holford Rules.
7.77.9 One respondent recognised the need to provide an electricity connection and
attempts made to minimise the potential impacts. Another, however, questioned
the need for the project and suspected WPD’s motives to be entirely financial.
7.78

Routeing and design

7.78.1 The majority of respondents commenting on routeing and design issues expressed
their general support for the entire connection to be put underground in order to
minimise the visual and environmental impacts on local landscape and designated
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sites, socio-economic impacts, as well as any potential health and safety hazards
associated to overhead cables and electric and magnetic fields. Some
respondents cited other examples of undergrounded technology and suggested
that this set a precedent which WPD should follow. Projects mentioned included
gas and oil pipelines and other electricity connections including the Llyn Brianne
connection. Some respondents felt undergrounding would be specifically justified
in sensitive landscapes.
7.78.2 Similarly, most respondents expressed concern over the proximity of overhead
cables to populated areas including villages such as Abergorlech. A few
respondents expressed their support for the entire connection to be placed
through the forest. One respondent questioned the chosen alignment options and
suggested that a shorter underground route could be taken to minimise disruption
to local communities.
7.78.3 Some respondents challenged the different distance criteria applied to properties
in rural and urban areas, noting that it would not be fair to discriminate between
areas and that the same set of rules should apply:
7.78.4 “It is plain and simple discrimination against rural communities that there is no
defined separation distance between pylons and their properties. If it is good
enough for urban communities to have defined distance, then the same MUST
apply for rural properties.” (User ID 100244)
7.78.5 A few respondents expressed their general support for the overall route alignment,
with one respondent noting that this was “probably the best that could be used”
(User ID 29). Other respondents suggested that the shortest or more direct route
should be taken, while others preferred the use or upgrade of the existing power
infrastructure to make the grid connection.
7.79

Socio-economic

7.79.1 Many comments relating to socio-economic issues were concerns over the
potential devaluation of properties due to their proximity to the connection and the
lack of compensation offered to those whose properties would be affected.
7.79.2 Similarly, many respondents expressed their concern over difficulties in selling
their properties due to the visual impact and health risks associated to overhead
power lines. Respondents often argued that this issue is compounded by the
construction of the wind farms.
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7.79.3 Impacts on tourism and recreation activities due to the construction of overhead
power lines were also mentioned as a concern by many respondents. This was
often linked to the impact upon the landscape and recreational activities available,
which respondents often suggested are what attracts tourists to the area.
7.79.4 “Tourism in the area is second only to agriculture and any kind of overground
connection is therefore unacceptable.” (Teifi Valley Tourism Association)
7.79.5 The impact on fishing was a common concern among respondents, with one
mentioning the River Towy being a Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) where
fishing rights are in place during specific periods of time:
7.79.6 “The most Northern enclosure along the proposed route alignment is a grassland
field sloping gently down to the river Tywi which is a Site of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSI), there are known fishing rights along this stretch of river from 1st
May to 29th September.” (User ID 100189)
7.79.7 Agricultural producers of different sorts (e.g. farmers and timber merchants) as
well as gardeners raised concerns that their land would be affected by overhead
cabling.
7.79.8 Respondents often suggested that declined levels of tourism, combined with the
impacts on agriculture and recreation would have a negative influence on the local
economy. Some respondents suggested that undergrounding the connection
would mitigate these impacts.
7.79.9 Some respondents wrote more generally about the impacts on communities, often
highlighting their close-knit nature. Some of these respondents discussed the
potential impact on local residents’ quality of life.
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8

Western Power Distribution's response to the
generic themes raised during the consultation

8.1

Introduction to themes raised

8.1.1

This chapter provides a response from WPD to the themes and issues raised
during the consultation by stakeholders and members of the public. These issues
have been summarised in chapters 6 and 7. The comments received have been
arranged by issue to enable a single response by WPD where this is considered
appropriate. With many comments overlapping, the responses received have
been separated into issues which broadly reflect the codes assigned during the
analysis phase detailed in chapter 5; however, some have been grouped together
where they cover similar issues. It should be noted that whilst WPD's response
may refer to specific consultation responses, they are highlighted to reflect views
which may be shared by a number of individuals and organisations. Responses
seek to address the points and questions raised rather than specific individuals or
organisations making them.

8.1.2

The issues raised and responses to those issues have been set out under the
themes used in chapters 6 and 7, namely:


Section A (8.2)



Section B (8.3)



Section C (8.4)



Section D (8.5)



Section E (8.6)



Alignment options (8.7)



Routeing and design (8.8)



Engineering, design and construction (8.9)



Undergrounding (8.10)
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Environment (8.11)



Socio-economic (8.12)



Health, safety and security (8.13)



Costs (8.14)



Planning, principles and project case (8.15)



Surveys and land access (8.16)



Consultation and information (8.17)
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8.2 Section A
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.2.1 More information requested
15968

Respondents requested more
information on the specific siting of the
connection within the alignment
corridor.

Stage 2 Consultation provided information to explain the choice of route alignment options.
Following the close of consultation responses received were analysed and the results of
further technical and environmental work considered. The preferred route alignment option
was then chosen. Further technical and environmental work will now take place to identify
a route which WPD considers appropriate within the preferred route alignment. Information
on the specific siting of this route will be published and consulted upon as part of the third
and final stage of consultation.

8.2.2 Construction impacts upon the A48
15658

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on local traffic,
particularly the A48 crossing.

WPD has and will continue to liaise with the Highways Authority and South Wales Trunk
Road Agency with regard to the possible effects of the connection on the local road
network, including the A48. A Traffic Management Plan will be submitted as part of the
package of documents which will form the DCO application.

8.2.3 Construction impacts upon pipelines
15660

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as pipelines.

WPD has consulted with utilities providers in order to identify the location of pipelines and
other infrastructure. Within Section A, WPD is particularly aware of the gas pipeline and a
significant number of overhead lines. The presence of this equipment was influential in the
identification of the route alignment options. Once the final route is identified, WPD will
liaise with the necessary utilities providers to ensure that construction can take place in a
safe manner.

8.2.4 Suitable areas for access by construction machinery
15858

Respondents highlight particular areas
of land which have better access for
construction machinery.

WPD acknowledges that certain areas of land within the route alignment corridors may be
more easily accessible that others and, having chosen the preferred route alignment,
discussions will take place with landowners to understand any issues relevant to
construction access.
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8.2.5 The susceptibility of infrastructure to high winds
15995

Respondents raised concerns over the
impacts of weather on poles, particularly
high winds in the Towy Valley.

Wind damage to overhead lines is normally a result of trees falling onto lines, rather than
the lines themselves coming down. WPD maintains a regular regime of tree inspection
along its lines and following construction, the Brechfa Forest Connection would be included
within this regime. Notwithstanding the regular inspection of trees, should damage occur to
the connection, WPD will be able to respond and repair an overhead line quickly.

8.2.6 Areas considered unsuitable for heavy machinery
16093

Respondents highlight areas of land
within A5 which are become waterlogged and are unsuitable for heavy
machinery.

Option A5 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment. As such
the issue of water-logged and unsuitable ground within A5 is one which requires no further
consideration.

8.2.7 Potential impacts on local landmarks
15998

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on local landmarks with
particular reference to an ancient chapel
near Pen y graig.

Features of cultural heritage interest were one of the key determining factors to influence
the selection of the preferred alignment corridor. WPD is aware of a Grade II Listed chapel
at Pen-y-graig, east of Croesyceiliog. WPD has decided not to select the A5 option and as
such effects upon the setting of this building should not occur.

8.2.8 Potential impacts upon groundwater, watercourse and water supplies
15628

Respondents raised concern of the
connection on groundwater and water
courses, with some highlighting reliance
on spring water for domestic supply
particular reference to Pentre poeth and
potential for contamination from the
wooden poles.

The presence and sensitivity of hydrological features informed WPDs selection of the
preferred route alignment. Option A5 which ran immediately to the west of Pentre poeth
has not been selected as the preferred route alignment within this section.

8.2.9 Potential impacts upon biodiversity
15491

Respondents raised concern over the
impact on the connection on ecology,
wildlife and biodiversity with particular
reference to a pond located within A5
and a badger sett 200m from A2.

The potential for ecological impacts, including effects upon protected species were one of
the key determining factors to influence the selection of the preferred alignment corridor.
Initial ecological surveys sought to identify areas within each of the route alignment options
that had a potential for particularly sensitive ecology. Having selected the preferred
alignment corridor (neither A2 or A5 have been selected) detailed ecological survey will
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take place to identify the presence and abundance of species the results of which will
inform the final routing and design of the connection.
8.2.10 Potential impacts upon trees and ancient woodland
15708

Respondents raised concern for areas of
ancient woodland located within A5 and
that some land was within the Glastir
environmental scheme. Others suggest
that tree felling should be minimised.

The presence of ancient woodland was mapped by WPD at an early stage in the evolution
of the route alignment corridor options. Wherever possible WPD sought to avoid such
areas.
The presence of land in Glastir has been something which has come to WPD’s attention as
a result of the consultation process, although the presence of many of the sensitive
ecological habitats which receive Glastir funding had been noted as part of WPD’s initial
Phase 1 habitat surveys. Whilst WPD will seek to avoid then minimise construction within
sensitive habitats, including those forming part of the Glastir scheme it is considered that
the installation of wooden poles will not affect payments nor have a significant effect upon
habitat.
WPD seeks to minimise the requirement for tree loss. Where the connection may have the
potential to effect trees, they will be surveyed by a suitably qualified person and
recommendations as to the need to fell or prune taken into consideration.

8.2.11 Potential for impact upon the enjoyment of future generations
16120

Respondents raised concern that their
children, or future generations would
not be able to enjoy the environment in
the same way as past generations and
that A4 would be preferable as it would
be less visually damaging.

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not reduce the
ability of communities to enjoy their environment providing it is appropriately sited. The
design evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure
that the most appropriate route is chosen. WPD has reviewed the visual impact of the A4
and A5 route options and agrees that A4 is preferable to A5.

8.2.12 Potential for cumulative impacts
15517

Several respondents raised concern that
the cumulative impact on the landscape
of the new connection in combination
with existing grid infrastructure would
be too great with where specific
reference was made, A5 being cited.

It is accepted that Section A includes a number of existing overhead lines. This why the
connection point west of Llandyfaelog was chosen, to take advantage of existing
infrastructure in the form of the EE route towers. In selecting the preferred route alignment
corridor WPD has sought to minimise the potential for convergence, in line with the Holford
Rules. This is one reason why A4 was chosen. When siting the line within A4 the
presence of existing infrastructure will continue to be taken into account. Any visual effects
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arising from the presence of existing and proposed lines upon the local community will be
assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement.
8.2.13 Alignments with lower visual impact
15706

Respondents specified particular
alignment option (A4) which they
believed had less visual impact on the
landscape.

WPD has assessed both of the alignment options A4 and A5 and has concluded that A4 is
more appropriate in environmental terms to the extent that this performance outweighs the
benefits of a slightly shorter, more direct route (A5).

8.2.14 Minimisation of visual impacts
15857

Respondents suggested that the
connection be 'hidden' or placed below
the crest of Tyllwyd Mawr to minimise
the impact on the landscape.

WPD note that good design, particularly as described within the Holford Rules suggests
that the installation of a route over high ground should be avoided. A6 is wider than the
300m wide corridors to the north and south particularly to provide scope to minimise the
crossing of high ground at Tyllwyd Mawr.

8.2.15 Potential for impacts on the landscape and views
15492

Respondents raised general concern for
the surrounding landscape and views
with reference to A5 and views from
Pentre poeth.

WPD has assessed both of the alignment options A4 and A5 and has concluded that A4 is
more appropriate in environmental terms (including landscape and visual) to the extent that
this performance outweighs the benefits of a slightly shorter, more direct route (A5).

8.2.16 Potential for impacts on the landscape and views with reference to specific receptors
15496

Respondents raised concern for the
surrounding landscape and views from
properties, the Wales Coast Path and
Towy Estuary, stating a specific
viewpoint which they wish to see
preserved.

Views from the Wales Coastal Path and Towy Estuary would have the potential to be
affected by A5 as opposed to A4. WPD has assessed the performance of both options
against a set of criteria which include for landscape and visual and has concluded that A4
is preferable to A5.

8.2.17 Potential for electro-magnetic effects upon occupiers of homes and schools
16040

Respondents raised concerns over the
effects electro-magnetic fields or the
potential for overhead lines to cause
cancer, in relation to homes and
schools, particularly Bro Myrddin and

Bro Myrddin and Coleg Sir Gar Pibwrlwyd are located to the north west of A5. WPD is of
the opinion that the distances involved between the schools and the corridor option is such
that, as a 132kv line, electro-magnetic effects would not occur. Notwithstanding this
conclusion WPD has selected A4 primarily on the basis of its comparative environmental
performance.
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Coleg Sir Gar Pibwrlwyd.
8.2.18 Potential for impacts upon users of airstrips
16076

Respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on airstrip
take-off and landing zones.

It is understood that the airstrip is located close to Uplands which lies to the north of A2,
A2/A3. WPD have selected A1 to A3 which is the corridor option furthest away from the
airstrip.

8.2.19 Questioning the route alignment selection process
15651

Respondents question the route
alignment selection process, suggesting
that proximity to populated centres
should have been included as a criterion
for their selection and that this would
suggest A4 rather than A5.

Selection of the route alignment corridor options was based upon a number of criteria
which included a potential for significant visual effects. Using an effects based approach is
considered to be more appropriate than one which applies buffers to receptors such as
centres of population. The comparative landscape and visual merits of A4 and A5 formed
one of the determining factors in the selection of A4 as the preferred corridor alignment.

8.2.20 Potential impact with other infrastructure such as wind turbines
15987, Respondents made comments regarding
15477 the wind farms or other local energy
generation and transmission,
specifically in relation to an existing
turbine within A4 which the respondent
claims demonstrates that the landowner
is receptive to this form of energy.

WPD have obtained information from CCC denoting the location of all unimplemented
planning consents and pending planning applications for renewable energy developments
along the route alignment corridor options. The wind turbine referred to is therefore noted
and WPD is of the opinion that a line can be sited to avoid impacting upon the structure
with the chosen A4 corridor.

8.2.21 Potential impact upon future proposals
16104

Respondents highlight future land use
changes not yet in the planning system,
specifically planning consent to convert
outbuilding to a dwelling and an
intention to amend to create tourism
accommodation.

Any planning applications for the conversion of buildings along the preferred alignment
corridor will be investigated and the results used to inform the appropriateness of the final
route, including pole locations.

8.2.22 Work to Burry Port Substation
15996

Respondents suggest that associated
works at Burry Port substation should

The work at the Burry Port substation can be undertaken under WPDs permitted
development rights. However WPD appreciates that the work forms part of the wider
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be part of the planning application for
the new connection.

Brechfa Forest Connection Project and as such the EIA will include for an assessment of
the environmental effects that may arise from the connection works.

8.2.23 Avoidance of high ground, specifically in A6
16060

Respondents suggest that the
connection avoid areas of high ground
to minimise the impact on the
landscape, specifically in A6.

WPD note that good design, particularly as described within the Holford Rules suggests
that the installation of a route over high ground should be avoided. A6 is wider than the
300m wide corridors to the north and south particularly to provide scope to minimise the
crossing of high ground at Tyllwyd Mawr.

8.2.24 Avoidance of roads and areas visible from roads
15961

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid roads, and
areas visible from roads, with the
suggestion that A6 crosses fewer roads.

One of the landscape and visual considerations used to determine the appropriateness of
the alignment corridor options is the extent to which the connection would be seen been
receptors, including road users. Consideration of this and other factors has led to the
selection of the preferred route alignment corridor.

8.2.25 Avoidance of populated areas with a preference for A4
15516

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid populated
areas, often suggesting that A4 be
chosen for this reason.

Selection of the route alignment corridor options was based upon a number of criteria
which included a potential for significant visual effects. Using an effects based approach is
considered to be more appropriate than one which applies buffers to receptors such as
centres of population. The comparative landscape and visual merits of A4 and A5 formed
one of the determining factors in the selection of A4 as the preferred corridor alignment.

8.2.26 Preference for undergrounding within A5
15657

Respondents requested that the
connection be underground within A5,
or within particularly sensitive
landscapes.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was consider appropriate where ‘serious’
concerns were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
relating to A5. However the environment performance of A4 was deemed to be better and
as a consequence this option has been selected.

8.2.27 Preference for undergrounding across the entire section or sub-section
15468

Respondents expressed general support
for undergrounding, or suggest that the
entire section or sub-sections be
underground.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was considered appropriate where ‘serious
concerns’ were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
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relating to any option within Section A. As a consequence WPD does not propose to
underground the connection south of Section B.
8.2.28 Proximity to Cwmffrwd and Pentre poeth
15515

Respondents raised general concern
regarding the impact on communities
and local residents, specifically the
potential proximity of A5 to the two
villages of Cwmffrwd and Pentre poeth.

The potential environmental effects arising from the construction and operation of an
overhead line on communities and local residents was one of the factors influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment. WPD has selected A4 in preference to A5.

8.2.29 Avoid impacts upon agricultural land
15472

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of the connection on agricultural
land, food production or farm values
with specific reference to land farmed in
A5.

The construction of an overhead line across a landholding can be undertaken in a matter of
days and should not unduly affect agricultural activities whilst the access route to the pole
locations can be designed such that crops can be avoided in most cases. During operation
agricultural activities can take place in close proximity to the poles and as a consequence
food production should not be significantly affected as such there should be no negative
impact upon farm values.

8.2.30 Avoid impacts upon local businesses including tourism
15685

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on local businesses and the local
economy, often highlighting the
importance of tourism to the area and
the A48 as the Gateway to Wales.

Appropriate siting of the Brechfa Forest Connection through Section C should ensure that
direct significant effects (arising from construction or operation) to local businesses are
avoided. Indirect effects, often as a result of visual or landscape effects, upon tourism will
be considered and WPD is of the opinion that careful siting of infrastructure should mitigate
the potential for significant effects. The DCO application will be accompanied by an
environmental statement which will include an assessment of the socio-economic effects of
the project.

8.2.31 Proximity to public rights of way
16085

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of the connection on public
rights of way in terms of access and the
views from them, specifically the Wales
Coastal Path.

Due to the nature of construction activities it should not be necessary to close public
footpaths. Views of the connection by user of footpaths have been taken into consideration
and have informed the consideration of landscape and visual effects which have influenced
the choice of option within Section A. One of the key footpaths considered has been the
Wales Coastal Path. WPD have concluded that A4, which lies furthest from the path,
should be selected in preference to A5.
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8.2.32 Avoid impacts on quality of life
15480

General comments on the impact of the
connection on their quality of life,
happiness and wellbeing favouring A4
which is less damaging to the
respondent.

WPD is of the opinion that a well design overhead connection should not have a significant
effect upon quality of life, happiness and wellbeing. Having considered a wide range of
factors, WPD has concluded that A4 is preferable to A5.

8.2.33 Avoid impacts upon fishing and safety
16046

Respondents raised concerns about the
impact of overhead lines on fishing or
from a safety perspective within Section
A.

WPD has consulted with fishing clubs during Stage 1 and Stage 2 Consultation in order to
understand where fishing takes place within Section A. The alignment and width of the
options chosen was considered by WPD to provide sufficient flexibility to ensure that
fishing activities would not be compromised by a proposed overhead line. As the design of
the route progresses the potential for impact upon fishing activities will be taken into
account.

8.3 Section B
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.3.1 Proximity to helicopter landing site
15486

Respondents raised concerns that the
connection may adversely affect an
emergency helicopter landing site near
Glangwili Hospital.

The presence of the helicopter landing site which is used by the air ambulance was
brought to the attention of WPD during Stage 2 Consultation. The site has been mapped
and it will be avoided by the connection which will be undergrounded through Section B.

8.3.2 Proximity to water treatment plant
16146
16164

Two respondents raised concern over
the impact of construction on existing
infrastructure, particularly a water
treatment plant.

The route alignment option chosen through Section B is considered to be sufficiently wide
to enable the treatment work to be avoided.
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8.3.3 Land liable to flood
15962

Bwlch land as marked on the relevant
alignment option is subject to flooding
regularly during winter months therefore
not always accessible.

WPD consulted with Natural Resources Wales informally prior to the selection of the route
alignment options. The appropriateness of placing transmission infrastructure within areas
liable to flood was discussed and Natural Resources Wales did not raise any in-principle
objections to the matter. However WPD is aware of the need as set out within national
policy to ensure that the connection is resilient to climate change. Whilst the conclusion to
underground through section b was predicated principally on other matters, it will have a
secondary positive effect of avoiding the need to place of above ground infrastructure
within the floodplain at this location and being underground will reduce the requirement for
access.

8.3.4 The appropriateness of techniques to underground across the River Towy
15989

Two respondents raised specific
concerns regarding the engineering
techniques necessary to cross the Towy
River if undergrounded and the need to
take into account flooding.

WPD has previous experience in undergrounding across rivers. The likely technique will
be to employ horizontal directional drilling which should have little effect on the integrity of
the river or species within it. Further engineering design work will be undertaken during
2014 to confirm this approach.

8.3.5 The importance of view to and from local landmarks
15329

Seven respondents identified the
importance of views to and from
Llangunnor Church was referenced
along with Abergwili Church and
Bishops Palace historic home, Bryn
Towy Mansion and Merlin’s Hill.

WPD has identified the presence of local landmarks such as those listed within the
response which have importance in a landscape and visual and cultural heritage context.
The presence of these local landmarks together with other factors combined to indicate
that serious concerns may arise as a result of constructing and operating an overhead line
through section B. WPD therefore concluded that it would be preferable to underground.

8.3.6 Abergwili is liable to flood
16136

One respondent noted that Abergwili
lies within the flood plain.

The greater part of Abergwili lies within Flood Zone 2 which indicates a likelihood of
flooding between 1 in 100 and 1 in 1000 years. Land between Abergwili and Carmarthen
is Flood Zone 1 (less than 1 in 100 years). The route alignment option B1 does not pass
through the settlement of Abergwili.

8.3.7 Avoid impacts upon fish, mammals and birds in and around the confluence of the Gwili and Crychiau
15326, Several respondents recognised the

WPD has obtained species records for locations throughout the route alignment corridors
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15325

rivers within the alignment corridor and
referenced the presence of otters, red
kite, kingfishers and green sandpiper,
sea trout, salmon, non-migratory fish
and that spawning sea lamprey have
reds at the confluence of the Gwili and
Crychiau.

including the confluence of the Gwili and Crychiau. These records are being supplement
by surveys of sensitive species which will be agreed with NRW. The potential for effects
upon the species identified by the respondents will be assessed and if significant effects
are considered likely to occur, mitigation will be proposed.

8.3.8 Avoid the Towy Valley because of its scenic and scientific interest
15560

Respondents expressed concern, or
suggested that the connection should
aim to avoid designated sites and
sensitive areas, commenting upon the
picturesque quality of the Towy Valley,
that the area is designated for its scenic
appeal and also referring to the Towy
River SSSI.

WPD recognises that the Towy Valley is designated for its landscape quality (it is a locally
designated Special landscape Area), for its historic landscape and for its importance to
biodiversity (the river is a European protected site). The environmental sensitivity of the
valley was one of the factors which influence WPDs decision to underground the
connection through Section B as a means of mitigating impacts upon these designations.

8.3.9 Preference for undergrounding
15823

Respondents suggested that an
underground connection would
minimise the impact on landscapes and
on wildlife and that if overhead, tree loss
should be kept to a minimum.

WPD has given due consideration to the advantages of undergrounding compared with the
disadvantages (including costs) across all of the route alignment options. It has concluded
that it would have ‘serious concerns’ if an overhead line were to be proposed across the
Towy valley. It has therefore concluded that this section should be undergrounded.

8.3.10 Avoid impacts on woodlands
16129

One respondent raised concern over the
potential felling of local woodland
particularly that located to the south of
the caravan park as it forms a
windbreak. Reference also made to
woodland surrounding Bryn-Towy.

The Section B1 route alignment option is considered to be sufficiently wide to enable WPD
to avoid any specific features of environmental merit such as woodlands.

8.3.11 Avoid impacts on views
15532, Respondents raised general concern for

WPD has identified the presence of local landmarks such as those listed within the
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15444

the surrounding landscape and views,
specifically the Towy Valley and made
reference to views from the caravan park
and Llangunnor Church, Gwili railway
station and Bryn Towy mansion.
Reference is also made to the removal of
redundant overhead lines.

response which have importance in a landscape and visual and cultural heritage context.
The presence of these local landmarks together with other factors combined to indicate
that serious concerns may arise as a result of constructing and operating an overhead line
through Section B. WPD therefore concluded that it would be preferable to underground.

8.3.12 Preference for undergrounding with specific reference to the Holford Rules
15925, Respondents suggested that the
16188 connection should be placed
underground to minimise the impact on
landscape and reference is made to
supplementary notes for Holford Rule 7
which states that routes close to
residential areas should be avoided.
Particular mention is made of the
‘pleasant residential properties" along
Castell Pigyn Road and the village of
Abergwili as well as the playing fields in
this section of the corridor with a
recommendation for the undergrounding
of the 132KV cables.

WPD is aware of the status of the landscape within the Towy Valley which is locally
designated as a Special Landscape Area. WPD has also sought to identify alignment route
corridor options that comply with the Holford Rules. Holford Rule 7 has a focus upon
connection into substations. However the National Grid supplementary note does state
that routeing close to residential areas as far as possible should be avoided. WPD is of the
opinion that this has been achieved through the selection of B1 which takes an alignment
between residential areas. Furthermore the type of infrastructure proposed, which if
overhead would be wooden poles, is considered to be better able to integrate into an
environment that is closer to residential areas than would be the case with steel towers.

8.3.13 Avoid impacts arising from electro-magnetic fields
16041

Three respondents raised concerns over
electro-magnetic fields and the potential
for overhead lines to cause cancer.

In the design of the overhead line WPD will need to comply with the Electricity Safety,
Quality and Continuity Regulations 2002. National Policy NPS EN5 states at 2.10.10 that
‘The effect of these regulations should be that power lines at or below 132kV will comply
with the ICNIRP 1998 basic restrictions, although the IPC should be satisfied that this is the
case on the basis of the evidence produced as specified in the Code of Practice’.
Government has therefore concluded that 132kv lines should not give rise to undue effects
from EMF providing normal industry regulation is followed. Notwithstanding, the
Environmental Statement produced to support the DCO application will include for the
assessment of EMF.
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8.3.14 Preference for undergrounding to avoid impacts on aircraft
15822

Reference was made to the benefits of
undergrounding in the context of low
flying aircraft and the use of land
associated with Dolgwili farm by the air
ambulance.

The presence of the air ambulance landing site is one factor that has influenced the nature
of the infrastructure chosen within section B1. By undergrounding there will be avoidance
of any potential to impact upon low lying aircraft although with poles at an average height
of 15m it is considered unlikely that aircraft would be affected.

8.3.15 Avoid impacts arising from overhead lines on safety grounds
15810

Reference was made to the implications
for safety relative to overhead lines and
the fishing which takes place along the
Towy and Gwili. Also that children play
sport and fly kites in the area.

WPD is of the opinion that the route alignment corridor option B1 is of sufficient width to
avoid areas used by anglers and the sports fields which have been identified through Stage
2 Consultation.

8.3.16 Acceptance of site compounds
16137

One respondent stated that they would
be prepared to accept a site compound
on their land.

WPD will consider the need for site compounds once the design of the route is prepared
and the quantities of materials and equipment are known. It is WPDs intention to use
existing areas of hard standing along the connection rather than to create new areas. The
landowner will be contacted should a need for a compound in this location be identified.

8.3.17 Potential for future upgrade to steel towers
16000

Respondents express concern that the
route may be upgraded at a future date
in response to additional applications
for wind farms, or make it easier for new
routes to receive planning permission.

WPD will design the connection to transmit electricity from the three wind farms only. It is
not WPDs intention to upgrade the line to steel towers in the future. Any upgrade to steel
towers could not, in any event, take place without the requirement for a fresh DCO
application which will involve the same process as that which this current application has
been subjected to.

8.3.18 Preference for undergrounding within section B
15485

Respondents make a number of
individual comments to justify their view
that the route through Section B should
be underground.

WPD has taken into consideration the views expressed through Stage 2 Consultation with
regard to the issue of undergrounding. In addition it has considered the environmental
sensitivity of the section and the technical and cost implications of overhead versus
underground. WPD has concluded that it is appropriate to underground the connection
through Section B.

99

8.3.19 Avoid areas of population
15559

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid populated
areas as much as possible recognising
that section B passes between Abergwili
and Carmarthen.

In identifying the route alignment option to cross the Towy Valley, WPD sought to balance
a desire to avoid populated areas with one that would minimise the potential for harm to the
landscape and to views in particular. Section B1 was considered to best meet this
balance. It passes between Carmarthen and Abergwili, avoiding populated areas.

8.3.20 Site poles alongside field boundaries
16270

One respondent stated that they were
not opposed to overhead poles within
their land but that they would require
poles to be located within/alongside
hedgerows.

WPD’s approach to the siting of overhead poles is to place them along field boundaries
wherever possible. It should be noted that due to the nature of the infrastructure proposed
this may not always be achievable.

8.3.21 Avoid specific land uses within Section B
15536

Respondents suggested specific
alignments within Section B to avoid the
rugby pitches, air ambulance and
houses, if it is not to be undergrounded.
The suggestion is that the lines be
placed at the furthest point away from
the road and closest to the river.

WPD is of the opinion that Section B1 provides sufficient width to enable the avoidance of
the features listed whether an overhead or underground connection is made.

8.3.22 Overhead line will have a detrimental effect upon Abergwili
15482

One respondent noted that the land
between the hospital and Abergwili is
heavily populated and that an overhead
line will have a detrimental impact upon
the village (Abergwili), also the presence
of sports facilities is noted by another
respondent.

WPD is of the opinion that an overhead line consisting of single and double, wooden H
poles at a height of 15m will not have a significantly detrimental effect upon Abergwili.
However a number of environmental factors do indicate to WPD that undergrounding
should be the preferred technology choice within B1.

8.3.23 Suggested alignment for overhead
15993

Respondents requested that if the line is

WPD notes the suggested route and agrees that if a line were to be overhead through
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not undergrounded then rather than
placing them next to the community hall,
through the field it would be much better
off being placed a bit further down, east
of the football pitch which would be
preferable.

Section B then a route which avoided the community hall and football pitches would be
preferable.

8.3.24 Avoid impacts upon the football pitches
15331

Respondents raised concern regarding
the impact on communities and local
residents but with particular reference to
the use of football fields by the local
football club and the effect that
overhead lines could have upon it
usage.

WPD recognises the presence and use of football pitches within the route alignment
corridor option. WPD consider that the width of the alignment is sufficient to allow the
pitches to be avoided whether the connection were to be made overhead or underground.

8.3.25 Recognise the importance of tourism
15483, One respondent stated that tourism is
15806, second only to agriculture in
15327 importance. Others stated that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on tourism to the area, recognising the
importance of the Towy Valley, the
Abergwili Museum, Merlins Hill Centre,
Gwili Railway and use by members of
the Abergwili Fishing Club.

The importance of tourism to the local economy is recognised by WPD and an assessment
of the potential for significant effects arising from the proposed connection within Section B
and other sections will be made and reported within the Environmental statement which
accompanies the DCO application.

8.3.26 Avoid impacts on recreational facilities
16045

Respondents raised concern regarding
the impact of the connection on
recreational facilities such as rugby and
football pitches and recreation grounds
citing the Quins pitches and the
Abergwili Recreation Field both areas
used by the Primary School, Merlin

WPD has been made aware through Stage 2 Consultation of the variety of recreational
facilities that exist within Section B1. Whilst WPD is of the opinion that the option selected
for consultation is sufficiently wide to enable an overhead connection to be made avoiding
these facilities it does recognise that their presence, combined with other environmental
factors suggests that an undergrounding option may be preferable.
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Youth Club, Recreation Committee
Carnival and Abergwili Football Club.
8.3.27 Avoid impacts on fishing
15928

Respondents raised concerns about the
impact of overhead lines on fishing,
from a tourism or safety perspective. Of
particular concern were the Gwili, Towy
and Crychiou rivers.

WPD recognises the potential for overhead lines to affect fishing activities if an overhead
connection where to be selected it would seek to locate it such that it did not interfere with
the ability of anglers to fish. However, due to a range of environmental factors WPD has
determined that the undergrounding of this section is preferable.

8.3.28 Avoid impacts on property prices
15881, Respondents raise concern over the
15328, impact of the connection on the value of
15824 their property and business with specific
reference to the all year caravan touring
business. Other respondents referred to
the fact that the Lower Gwili valley
contains higher value properties, that
some have paid a premium to live in a
rural location and that overhead lines
may cause blight to properties. .

An overhead connection is unlikely, in the opinion of WPD, to affect property prices or the
financial value of businesses. However socio-economic effects along the whole of the
route will be assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement to accompany the
application. Within section B, the preference for option B1 is to underground and this
should remove any potential for negative effects upon property prices.

8.4 Section C
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.4.1 Preliminary work has already commenced
16009

A respondent questioned the validity of
the consultation if the decision on the
final alignment has already been made,
with suggestion that preparatory work
has already started in C4.

WPD has not commenced any preliminary work related to the Brechfa Forest Connection
Project other than non-intrusive ecological survey in selected locations.

8.4.2 Potential for impacts arising from construction traffic
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15576

Respondents raised concerns regarding
the increased levels of traffic in
conjunction with C3 and Peniel School.

Construction of the connection will involve the need to transport materials to site. However
the number of two way movements involved in any single day is likely to be small, and this
will be confirmed once the type and location of the infrastructure is confirmed. The
assessment of transport effects and any requirement to phase deliveries in order to
mitigate effects, for example deliveries outside of school opening and closing hours, will be
considered and reported with the Environmental Statement which will accompany the DCO
application, a draft of which will be consulted upon at Stage 3.

8.4.3 Potential for impacts upon existing infrastructure within C6
16163

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as existing overhead
lines, field drains and sewerage pipes
with one referring to their presence
within C6.

WPD is aware of the need to maintain the integrity of existing infrastructure. When
preparing the detailed design WPD will record the presence of existing infrastructure and
seek to avoid effects by placing the proposed infrastructure at a sufficient distance. In the
case of overhead lines it will be important to ensure that there is sufficient clearance.

8.4.4 Avoid areas that are difficult to access
16007

Respondents highlight particular areas
of land which are not accessible to
construction machinery, particularly in
C3, or highlight their need to maintain
access to their land at all times.

The Stage 2 Consultation was useful in informing WPD of local ground conditions within
the route alignment corridor options. WPD has different techniques at its disposal to
enable it to construct in most situations, in doing so it will seek to ensure that existing
landowners continue to have access to their land.

8.4.5 Susceptibility to weather
16105

Respondents raised concerns over the
impacts of weather on an overhead
connection and future weather patterns
as a result of climate change, one
specific location referred to was the
wind in the Nant Brechfa valley (C4) .

WPD is aware of the potential for severe weather to affect overhead lines. However in
most cases the effects are as a result of trees falling onto lines rather than the lines
themselves falling over. WPD will inspect all trees along the final route to understand their
health and susceptibility to high winds and will undertake work if necessary. Regular
inspection and maintenance along the route during its operation will also take place.

8.4.6 The height of wooden poles in the landscape
15699

Respondents raised concern about the
height of the poles with particular
reference to the height of land in C2 as

WPD is aware of the higher land that exists within C2. However WPD has concluded that
wooden poles on average 15m high could be satisfactorily accommodated within the
landscape of C2 such that views of the poles would be acceptable.
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opposed to C3 as well as the impact on
drivers and residents in C4.
8.4.7 Avoid steep topography
16064

Respondents raised concern regarding
the construction of the connection on
steep hill sides, from a safety and
access perspective, particularly C3.

WPD has considered the technical factors relevant to the construction of overhead lines
within both C2 and C3. It has concluded that C3 does contain challenging slopes and as
such, from a technical point of view, C2 is favoured.

8.4.8 Requirement for Habitat Regulations Assessment
16011

One respondent stated that Habitat Risk
Assessments (HRAs) are vital along the
C alignment.

HRAs are required where there is a potential to affect the integrity of a European protected
site. WPD will prepare a HRA which will assess the potential for the project to affect the
River Towy SAC. It is unlikely that the consideration of effects will extend to include
Section C. The EIA that will be undertaken of the project, and presented within the
Environmental Statement will identify the potential for significant effects upon ecological
receptors throughout the whole of the project area.

8.4.9 Avoid ancient monuments
16019

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on ancient monuments
(Rhydfwyalchen) and a standing stone in
C2.

There are two non-designated monoliths in C2. The first (PRN1734) at NGR
SN4293424119 is recorded in the HER as "Rhyd Y Fwyalchen Stone". The second
(PRN1733) at NGR SN4288324789 is recorded as "Pentre Ynys". Neither are scheduled
but WPD is aware of the historic importance of these features and should C2 be selected
as the preferred alignment, consideration will be given to how the resulting overhead line
interacts with them.

8.4.10 Impacts from flooding within C5 and C6
16195

One respondent raised concern over
flooding occasionally in parts in
reference to C5 and C6.

WPD has identified areas likely to flood based upon mapping provided by Natural
Resources Wales. Discussions with NRW suggest that there is no in-principle objection to
the siting of wooden poles within areas liable to flood although WPD would always seek to
avoid such areas where this is feasible.

8.4.11 Impacts upon views with reference to tourism
16200

One respondent raised general concerns WPD is aware of the potential for views to be affected by the type of infrastructure
regarding the impact on the connection
proposed yet considers that in most cases and with respect to Section C, ‘serious
on the environment and tourism but with concerns’ should not arise. The infrastructure will however be sited with the aim of
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particular reference to visual impact.

reducing visual impact unless other environmental or technical factors suggest otherwise.
A visual impact assessment of the final proposals will be present at Stage 3 Consultation.

8.4.12 Avoid areas for wildlife including pond
15906

A Respondent asks that the connection
avoid a wildlife pond and stream which
would be avoided if C2 were chosen.

WPD’s choice of route alignment corridor option within Section C has been based upon a
number of environmental and technical (including cost) factors. Environmental factors
have included the presence of sensitive habitats.

8.4.13 Consider the environmental impact on the Gwili Valley
15350, Respondents raised concern for the
16558 environmental impact on the Gwili Valley
with ten respondents making particular
reference to landscape and views.

WPD’s choice of route alignment corridor option within Section C has been based upon a
number of environmental and technical (including cost) factors. These factors have
resulted in the choice of options which WPD considers has the potential to best minimise
effects. The detailed design of the route connection will be the subject of environmental
assessment which will identify the likelihood for significant effects and identify mitigation
where appropriate.

8.4.14 Avoid impacts upon ecology
15332

Many respondents raised concerns over
the impact on the connection on
ecology, wildlife and biodiversity listing
many bird and animal species that they
were aware of within many of the C
alignments.

WPD’s selection of route alignment corridor options was based upon an understanding of
key ecological sensitivities within the project area. During 2014 areas identified as being
potentially ecologically sensitive have been surveyed and the results influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment corridor. As the project movements from
alignment to draft then detailed route design, ecological surveys will be used to inform the
placing of equipment and choice of location.

8.4.15 Avoid woodland and land suitable for tree planting
16038

One respondent raised concern for an
area of woodland within C3 because the
overhead lines would sterilise it as well
as an area of land for tree planting

WPD has identified all woodlands within the study area which are designated for their
historic (ancient woodland) value. In most cases it has been possible to avoid these areas
when identifying the route alignment corridor options. There may be small areas of
designated woodland that do lie within the 300m wide corridor boundaries. Similarly there
may be woodlands which are not designated which lie within it. WPD is of the opinion that
in the majority of cases it will be possible to plan a route which involves the need to remove
woodland. Where this is necessary woods will be crossed at their narrowest point.

8.4.16 Consider the cumulative effects of the development with existing infrastructure
15572

Three respondents raised concern that

Existing infrastructure represents the baseline against which the insertion of new
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the cumulative impact on the landscape
of the new connection in combination
with the wind farm developments or
other existing infrastructure such as
roads would be too great, comments
were made in relation to C3, 4 and 6.

infrastructure will be considered for its potential to create significant environmental effects.
When planning the precise routing of the connection, and so as to avoid the possibility of
significant effects, WPD will take into account the presence of existing infrastructure such
as power lines and wind turbines.

8.4.17 Consider the effects on landscape and views with particular reference to tourism
15334

Ten respondents also raised concern
within Section C for the surrounding
landscape and views, particularly in
regard to an overhead connection and
its effect upon tourism as well as local
residents.

Tourists may be considered to be visual receptors when they use local or designated
footpaths, visit tourism facilities or travel along the existing road network. The potential for
significant effects will be assessed by WPD and reported within the Environmental
Statement. The extent to which visual effects upon tourists may dissuade them from
visiting the project area, and the consequential effects that this may have upon local
businesses will form part of the socio-economic assessment of the project which will also
be reported within the Environmental Statement. WPD will seek to minimise the potential
for effects upon tourists within Section C and elsewhere along the route by ensuring that
the siting of infrastructure is informed by landscape and visual considerations.

8.4.18 Consider the effects on landscape and views with particular reference to Gwili railway and the A485
15592

Two respondents raised concern for the
surrounding landscape and views,
stating a specific viewpoint which they
wish to see preserved. The viewpoints
included the Gwili railway and the A485.

The appropriateness of considering individual views of the infrastructure will be agreed with
statutory consultees as part of the EIA Scoping process. WPD is aware of the Gwili
Railway, its plans for expansion towards Carmarthen and its popularity as a tourist facility.
Whilst WPD has selected the option that is closest to the railway (C2) it does consider that
it will be possible to locate a line without creating significant visual effects upon users of the
railway.

8.4.19 Consider road safety, particularly accident black spots
15653

Respondents raised concerns regarding
the safety of local communities,
particularly children in relation to the
construction and operation of the
connection and with specific references
to accident blackspots at the junction of
Rhydargaeau Road and the A485, the
proximity of Peniel School to the access

WPD will assess the potential for construction traffic to have negative effects at accident
black spots once the access routes have been confirmed. Accident data will be obtained
from CCC which will be used to identify the locations to be considered. WPD’s initial view
is that the number of vehicles required to construct the connection will be too small in
number to lead to anything more than a negligible effect. WPD will take into account the
presence of school playing fields, recreation grounds and other locations used for public
recreation when identifying the precise route alignment.
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route, the presence of low flying aircraft
(operation) and the need to prevent
children from kite flying, pole climbing
and playing ball games.
8.4.20 Cumulative effects with wind farms and wind turbines
15597

Respondents made comments on the
impacts of the wind farms or other local
energy generation which are within or
can be seen from Section C.

Wind farms and wind turbines which are planned but not built will be considered as part of
the cumulative environmental assessment which WPD will undertake once the detailed
routing of the connection is known. In designing the route consideration will be given to the
potential for significant landscape effects arising from a combination of the Brechfa Forest
Connection and other planning infrastructure such that the potential for significant
cumulative effects should be low.

8.4.21 Avoid the settlement of Peniel
15578, Ten respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid populated
areas such as Peniel, often suggesting
that C2 be chosen for this reason
although other respondents express a
preference for C3 and cited the potential
proximity to the school, community
centre and chapel at Peniel.

WPD has selected C2 as its preferred route alignment corridor within this part of Section C
because it is considered to be technically and environmentally (in landscape and visual
terms) preferable to C3. C2 would be slightly further away from Peniel School and chapel
than C3.

8.4.22 Advice on the placing of the connection within the route alignment corridors
16205, One respondent suggested that between
15338 Rhydargaeau and Peniel C4/C2 the route
should be to the west of the A485, as far
away from residential properties and the
garage petrol station as possible, one
other respondent that the line should be
along the western edge of C4.

Having selected a combination of C2 and C4 WPD will commence the design of the route.
This will be influenced by environmental and technical considerations which will include
consideration of the need to minimise impacts upon communities where possible. The
presence of residential areas along the A485 and the appropriateness of placing the
connection in proximity to them will be considered.

8.4.23 Preference for undergrounding and avoidance of high ground
15351, Respondents requested that the
16162 connection be underground within

WPD has reviewed the environmental, technical and cost considerations of each option
within Section C and it has concluded that there are no concerns which are sufficiently
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specific section options, or within
particularly sensitive landscapes.
Reference was made to the high ground
between C2 and C3, and the benefits
therefore of undergrounding. Another
suggestion was that the footpath
alongside the A485 from Rhydargeau to
the hospital in Carmarthen would be an
ideal location to underground.

serious to warrant undergrounding in mitigation. WPD is aware of the presence of high
ground within the section but the alignment options were selected in order to facilitate a
choice of to provide options for suitable routing.

8.4.24 Use existing infrastructure
15345

Respondents suggested that wherever
possible existing infrastructure be used
for the connection referring to the
existing line from the Alltwalis Wind
Farm.

WPD has considered the availability of existing infrastructure in order to transmit electricity
from the proposed wind farms. The results of this consideration can be found within the
Strategic Route Options report. The conclusion reached was that the Alltwalis line does
not have the capacity to connect the wind farms to the national grid.

8.4.25 Avoid effects upon local communities and residents
15589

Respondents raised general concerns
regarding the impact on communities
and local residents citing in addition, the
presence of adapted bungalows at Bro
Saran, drivers using the A485.

WPD chose alignment options which balanced environmental and socio-economic
considerations with technical and cost. The resulting options were all considered to be
appropriate in principle for an overhead line. Impacts upon local communities resulting from
the final, chosen route will form part of the environmental impact assessment which will be
reported, in draft at Stage 3 Consultation.

8.4.26 Avoid effects upon local businesses including those involved in tourism
16063

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on local businesses and the local
economy, often highlighting the
importance of tourism to the area and
making specific references to Gwili
Pottery and a local fishing business.

WPD will seek to minimise the potential for effects to local businesses through the careful
siting of infrastructure which will be based upon an analysis of its likely landscape and
visual effects (amongst other technical and environmental considerations).

8.4.27 Avoid effects upon recreational activities
16050, Two respondents raised concern

It is understood that the riding area lies to the east of the A485 and consists of open and
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16197, regarding the impact of the connection
15333 on recreational activities, one additional
respondent highlighted a horse training
and riding area in C1.

enclosed training/riding areas. WPD will consider the possibility for potentially significant
effects to arise on this recreational activity when selecting the chosen route through C1 to
C2. Any potentially significant effects will be reported within the draft ES which will
accompany the Stage 3 Consultation.

8.4.28 Avoid impacts on property prices with specific reference to Peniel
15342

Respondents raised concern for the
potential impact of the connection upon
the saleability and value of properties or
land, including reference to the village of
Peniel.

An overhead connection is unlikely, in the opinion of WPD, to affect property prices or the
financial value of businesses. However socio-economic effects along the whole of the
route will be assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement to accompany the
application.

8.4.29 Avoid roads and visibility from roads
15903

Respondents suggest that the
connection should avoid roads, and
areas visible from roads particularly the
A485 and B4301.

The route alignment corridor options chosen for consultation at Stage 2 tend to pass
alongside the A485 rather than pass along it. WPD does however recognise that areas of
the route will be visible from both the A485 and B4301. However WPD is of the opinion
that topographical variation and screening by trees and hedges will provide opportunities to
mitigate views from these roads. Ultimately the final route will be informed by landscape
and visual considerations (in addition to other matters) and the likelihood for effects will be
assessed and presented within the draft Environmental Statement which will accompany
the Stage 3 Consultation.

8.5 Section D
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.5.1 Impact of construction on existing infrastructure
15741

Several respondents raised concern
over the impact of construction on
existing infrastructure such as a
telecommunication mast, private water
and sewerage facilities and a wind farm
construction access track.

WPD identified the presence of existing infrastructure when it considered the
appropriateness of the alignment options. Additional information has been received from
consultees during the first two stages of the consultation process and this has been used to
inform the selection of the preferred alignment and will be taken into account when
identifying the final alignment.
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WPD will ensure that all relevant policy and guidance issued by the owners/operators of
existing infrastructure is followed during the design and construction phases of this project.
8.5.2 Road unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles
15815

One respondent raised concern over a
WPD is grateful to the respondent for highlighting their concern regarding Llwynwalter
particular road, Llwynwalter Road, which Road and this information will be taken into account when developing our traffic
would be unsuitable for heavy goods
management plan which will be submitted as part of our DCO application.
vehicles.
8.5.3 Environmentally sensitive locations

16039

One respondent raised concern for the
environmentally sensitive locations on
their land which has already been
affected by wind farm development.

WPD has already carried out extensive environmental surveys within the corridors and will
continue to do so to help identify a final alignment. The presence of particularly sensitive
locations has been an influencing factor in the selection of the corridors, the alignment
options and in the choice of the preferred alignment.
Surveys for species that may be particularly sensitive to the type of infrastructure proposed
for the connection have already started and will continue until the detailed design is
completed. The presence or absence of important habitats and species will therefore be
used to inform the design of the final alignment. An ecological and ornithological
assessment of the final alignment will be presented within the Environmental Statement,
which accompanies the DCO application, and this will set out the likelihood of significant
effects arising and appropriate mitigation.

8.5.4 Concern for mature hedge, forest, ancient woodland and felling
15847

Several respondents raised concern for
areas of mature hedge, forest and
ancient woodland, or suggest that tree
felling should be minimised.

WPD obtained data showing the location of all registered ancient woodlands early in the
corridor selection process and this information informed the selection of the route
alignment options with the intention to avoid wherever possible. In designing the actual
alignment of the poles and cables WPD will also seek to avoid wherever possible existing
mature hedgerows and trees. Where it is not possible to do this, they will be surveyed to
assess their ecological value and works to them minimised.

8.5.5 Concern that future generations would not be able to enjoy the environment
15619, Several respondents raised concern that
16141 their children, or future generations
would not be able to enjoy the

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not reduce the
ability of future generations to enjoy the environment providing it is appropriately sited. The
design evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure
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environment in the same way as past
generations.

that the most appropriate route is chosen.

8.5.6 Cumulative impact of infrastructure
15424, Several respondents raised concern that
15807 the cumulative impact on the landscape
of the new connection in combination
with the wind farm developments or
other existing infrastructure would be
too great.

WPD is aware of the potential for cumulative landscape and visual effects arising from the
project because of the combination with existing and proposed development. The
avoidance of ‘wirescapes’ is identified as something to avoid by the Holford Rules, which
have themselves been a key influence in the methodology employed by WPD in the
selection of the preferred corridors and the preferred alignments. A cumulative impact
assessment of the project will be undertaken. The methodology will be set out within the
scoping report which will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate in summer 2014 and it
will be reported within the Environmental Statement that will accompany the DCO
application.

8.5.7 Cumulative effect of noise combined with wind farm noise
16111

Several respondents raised general
concerns for the levels of noise caused
by the connection in combination with
noise from the wind farm.

The issue of noise will be considered within the environmental statement and this will
include for the consideration of potential cumulative effects with the proposed and
operational wind farms.

8.5.8 Impacts of existing and proposed wind farms
15508, Several respondents made comments
15829 on the impacts of both the existing and
proposed wind farms.

The acceptability or otherwise of the proposed wind farms and their impacts falls outside
WPD’s remit and has been considered by the county council, the Planning Inspectorate
and Welsh Government.

8.5.9 Connection should avoid roads and areas visible from roads
15441, Two respondents suggest that the
16169 connection should avoid roads and
areas visible from roads.

One of the landscape and visual considerations used to determine the appropriateness of
the alignment corridor options is the extent to which the connection would be seen been
receptors, including road users. Consideration of this and other factors has led to the
selection of the preferred route alignment corridor.

8.5.10 Specific alignments suggested through D1
16170

Two respondents suggested specific
alignments within the alignment
corridors.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for highlighting their concerns regarding the route
through D1 and the comments and suggestions will be taken into account when
determining the final alignment.
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8.5.11 General preference for entire section or sub-section to be underground
15736

Numerous respondents expressed a
general preference for undergrounding,
or suggest that the entire section or subsection be underground.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was considered appropriate where ‘serious’
concerns were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
relating to any option within Section D.

8.5.12 Undergrounding requested within D1
16215

One respondent requested that the
connection be underground within D1.

WPD have undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the
route alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred
alignment route corridor. Undergrounding was consider appropriate where ‘serious’
concerns were identified. The review concluded that there were no ‘serious concerns’
relating to any option within Section D.

8.5.13 Impact on communities and local residents in Section D
15528, Several respondents raised general
15835 concern regarding the impact on
communities and local residents.

The potential environmental effects arising from the construction and operation of an
overhead line on communities and local residents was one of the factors influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment.

8.5.14 Impact on agricultural land and food production
16054, Several respondents raised concern
15738 over the impact of the connection on
agricultural land and food production.

The construction of an overhead line across a landholding can be undertaken in a matter of
days and should not unduly affect agricultural activities whilst the access route to the pole
locations can be designed such that crops can be avoided in most cases. During operation
agricultural activities can take place in close proximity to the poles and as a consequence
food production should not be significantly affected.

8.5.15 Children or future generations adversely affected by socio-economic impacts
15525, Respondents raise concern that socio15755 economic impacts, such as those on
property prices or family businesses will
adversely impact upon their children or
future generations.

The potential for socio-economic impacts arising from the development will be considered
and reported within the Environmental Statement. The scope of the assessment will be
agreed with the Planning Inspectorate, which will be informed by consultee comments.

8.5.16 Impact on access to public rights of way and views from them
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16184, One respondent raised concern over the
15417 impact of the connection on public
rights of way in terms of access and the
views from them.

Due to the nature of construction activities it should not be necessary to close public
footpaths. Views of the connection by user of footpaths have been taken into account and
have informed the consideration of landscape and visual effects which will influence the
route through D1 and D3.

8.6 Section E
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.6.1 Information provided biased in favour of overhead connection
15368

Several respondents suggested that
information provided by WPD was
biased in favour of an overhead
connection or ask why E9 is not
mentioned on the response form.

WPD is obliged to provide an efficient, coordinated and economical connection and WPD
will therefore look to use overhead lines to make the connection for the majority of the
route. During Stage 2 Consultation all materials were presented with this in mind and WPD
has been very clear that it would only consider undergrounding parts of the route following
this stage of consultation.
WPD accepts that in Section E there were nine options and option E9 was not referenced
in the text in Section E of the feedback form. This was an editorial error and WPD does not
believe this error has affected respondents’ opportunity to comment or provide feedback.

8.6.2 Impact of construction on existing infrastructure
15799

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as
telecommunication services, power lines
and private water pipes.

WPD identified the presence of existing infrastructure when it considered the
appropriateness of the alignment options. Additional information has been received from
consultees during the first two stages of the consultation process and this has been used to
inform the selection of the preferred alignment and will be taken into account when
identifying the final alignment.
WPD will ensure that all relevant policy and guidance issued by the owners/operators of
existing infrastructure is followed during the design and construction phases of this project.

8.6.3 Road unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles
15723

Respondents raised concern over
particular roads which would be

WPD is grateful to the respondent for highlighting their concern regarding the roads around
Abergorlech and this information will be taken into account when developing our traffic
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unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles,
particularly E3 and around the village of
Abergorlech in E7.

management plan which will be submitted as part of our DCO application.

8.6.4 Preference for wooden poles over steel structures
15948

One respondent made comments on
their preference for wooden poles over
steel structures, suggesting that E9
should be disregarded for this reason.

The topography of option E9 and the potential need to use steel gantry towers was one of
the factors which help determine the preferred alignment through Section E. Option E9
has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment and as such the use of
steel gantry towers within E9 requires no further consideration.

8.6.5 Water-logged land unsuitable for heavy machinery
15797

Several respondents highlighted areas
of land which are or can become waterlogged and are unsuitable for heavy
machinery, in particular options E4, E6,
E8 and E9.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for highlighting their concern regarding water-logged
land in options E4, E6 and E8. This information will be taken into account in the design of
the final alignment.
Option E9 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment and as such
the issue of water-logged and unsuitable ground within E9 requires no further
consideration.

8.6.6 Steep hill sides in E3 and E9
15897

Several respondents raised concern
regarding the construction of the
connection on steep hill sides, from a
safety and access perspective,
specifically in E3 and E9.

Options E3 and E9 have not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment
and as such the issues of safety and access on steep hill sides within E3 and E9 requires
no further consideration.

8.6.7 Bat surveys
15785

One respondent recommended that a
bat survey is carried out.

The potential for ecological impacts, including effects upon protected species such as bats
were one of the key determining factors to influence the selection of the preferred
alignment corridor. Initial ecological surveys sought to identify areas within each of the
route alignment options that had a potential for particularly sensitive ecology. Having
selected the preferred alignment corridor detailed ecological surveys will take place to
identify the presence and abundance of species such as bats and the results of which will
inform the final routing and design of the connection.

114

8.6.8 Archaeological sites in E5 and E6
15938

One respondent raised concern for
archaeological sites in E5 and E6.

The potential for archaeology to be affected has informed the selection of the preferred
route alignment. Subsequent design of the OHL and undergrounded sections will also be
informed by archaeological considerations. Any potential for resulting effects will be
identified and addressed within the Environmental Statement.

8.6.9 Local heritage
15757

One respondent raised concern that
local heritage would be disrupted.

In tandem with the issue of archaeology, the potential for local heritage to be affected has
informed the selection of the preferred route alignment. Subsequent design of the
overhead and underground sections will also be informed by local heritage considerations.
Any potential for resulting effects will be identified and addressed within the Environmental
Statement.

8.6.10 Listed buildings and bridges
15781

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on listed buildings and bridges
with particular reference to Pont Cothi
bridge and Maes Y Bidiau.

WPD is aware of the historic importance of both structures and this has influence both the
choice of infrastructure (underground or overhead) and the choice of alignment within
these areas. The potential for effects upon the structures will be assessed and reported
within the Environmental Statement with mitigation proposed, if appropriate.

8.6.11 Impact on water courses and private water supplies
15378

Several respondents raised concern of
the connection on groundwater and
water courses, with some highlighting
reliance on this source for domestic
supply.

The presence and sensitivity of hydrological features has informed WPD’s selection of the
preferred route alignment.
WPD will ensure that all relevant agreed policy and guidance regarding construction within,
or close to, watercourses is followed. The type of infrastructure proposed is such that it is
unlikely to give rise to significant impacts upon water supplies. However, WPD is aware of
this as an issue and the location of private water supplies has been recorded and we will
carry out full hydrology surveys to ensure that private water supplies are not significantly
affected.

8.6.12 E3 would have the less impact on the Cothi valley SLA
15778

One respondent suggested that E3
would have the less impact on the Cothi
valley SLA.

WPD is aware of the sensitivities surrounding the Cothi Valley and in selecting a route
through Section E, the presence of the Special Landscape Area (SLA) was a key
consideration. Option E3 was not selected as part of the preferred alignment as it was felt
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that on balance a route through E4 and E5 would have less of an impact on the SLA.
8.6.13 Avoid designated sites, particularly the Cothi Valley SLA and the Abergorlech conservation area
15362

Numerous respondents expressed
concern, or suggested that the
connection should aim to avoid
designated sites and sensitive areas,
particularly the Cothi Valley SLA and the
Abergorlech conservation area.

WPD is aware of the sensitivities surrounding the Cothi Valley and in selecting a route
through Section E, the presence of the Special Landscape Area (SLA) and a conservation
area were key considerations. The preferred alignment was selected as it was felt that on
balance it had the least impact on those important areas although WPD acknowledges that
care will need to be taken in determining the final design.

8.6.14 Concern for areas of forest and ancient woodland
15614

Numerous respondents raised concern
for areas of forest and ancient
woodland, or suggest that tree felling
should be minimised.

The presence of forest and ancient woodland was mapped by WPD at an early stage in the
evolution of the route alignment corridor options. Wherever possible WPD sought to avoid
such areas.
Whilst WPD will seek to avoid then minimise construction within sensitive habitats, it is
considered that the installation of wooden poles will not have a significant effect upon
habitat.
WPD will seek to minimise the need for tree felling and where the connection may have the
potential to effect trees, they will be surveyed by a suitably qualified person and
recommendations as to the need to fell or prune taken into consideration.

8.6.15 Concern that future generations would not be able to enjoy the environment in E7
15929

One respondent raised concern that
their children, or future generations
would not be able to enjoy the
environment in the same way as past
generations, with particular reference to
option E7.

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not reduce the
ability of future generations to enjoy the environment providing it is appropriately sited. The
design evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure
that the most appropriate route is chosen.

8.6.16 Cumulative impact of infrastructure
15765

Several respondents raised concern that
the cumulative impact on the landscape

WPD is aware of the potential for cumulative landscape and visual effects arising from the
project because of the combination with existing and proposed development. The
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of the new connection in combination
with the wind farm developments or
other existing infrastructure would be
too great.

avoidance of ‘wirescapes’ is identified as something to avoid by the Holford Rules, which
have themselves been a key influence in the methodology employed by WPD in the
selection of the preferred corridors and the preferred alignments. A cumulative impact
assessment of the project will be undertaken. The methodology will be set out within the
Scoping Report which will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate in summer 2014 and it
will be reported within the Environmental Statement that will accompany the DCO
application.

8.6.17 Preference for a specific option, E9
15377

Several respondents highlight specific
options which they believe will have the
least impact on the landscape, in
particular option E9.

WPD has assessed all of the alignment options in Section E and has concluded that the
selected alignment through E1, E2, E4, E5, E6 and E8 is, on balance, the most appropriate
route both in environmental terms and from a technical point of view.

8.6.18 Concern for the surrounding landscape and views
15389

Numerous respondents raised general
concern for the surrounding landscape
and views.

The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape is a consideration which
was used to help WPD choose the alignment options and the preferred alignment. WPD
will also consider the effect on visual landscape in the design of the final alignment.

8.6.19 Impact on views from Abergorlech
15357, Two respondents raised concern for the
16209 impact of an overhead route on views
from Abergorlech.

The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape and views from Abergorlech
were a consideration in the identification of the alignment options and the selection of the
preferred alignment. WPD will also consider the effect on views from Abergorlech in the
design of the final alignment.

8.6.20 Suggestion to hide wires and wooden posts in valleys
15413, Two respondents suggested that the
15792 connection be 'hidden' or placed in lowlying areas to minimise visual impact.

WPD note that good design, particularly as described within the Holford Rules suggests
that the installation of a route over high ground should be avoided.

8.6.21 E3 is in breach of the Holford Rules
15721

One respondent suggested that E3 is in
breach of the Holford Rules due to the
change in direction.

In selecting the preferred route alignment corridor WPD has sought to minimise conflicts
with the Holford Rules. Option E3 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred
route alignment and therefore the issue of a sharp change in direction requires no further
consideration.
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8.6.22 E9 difficult terrain and original route to Swansea North Substation
15950

One respondent questioned why E9 has
been included as an option if it is
considered difficult terrain and also why
the original direct route to Swansea
North Substation was not included.

WPD presented all appropriate options as part of Stage 2 Consultation and although there
are technical challenges associated with Option E9 it would still be possible for WPD to
build an overhead line through that alignment corridor. Option E9 has not been taken
forward as part of the preferred alignment so requires no further consideration.
With regard to the original direct route to Swansea North Substation, in autumn 2011 an
indicative route option for a connection from the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm to
Swansea North Substation was provided by WPD as part of RWE npower renewables
Limited’s application for a development consent order. This route was only indicative and
was not included in WPD’s proposal development process.

8.6.23 Suggested E9 would avoid populated areas
15788

Several respondents suggested that the
connection should avoid populated
areas, often suggesting that E9 be
chosen for this reason.

In identifying the route alignment option through Section E, WPD sought to balance a
desire to avoid populated areas with one that would minimise the potential for harm to the
environment and reduce technical challenges. An alignment through E1, E2, E4, E5, E6
and E8 was considered to best meet this balance.

8.6.24 Route should go through NRW land or forestry
15801

Several respondents suggested that the
connection should be made through
NRW land, or forestry, to minimise the
impact on local communities.

WPD considers that the installation of a wooden pole overhead line should not result in
significant impact on local communities providing it is appropriately sited. The design
evolution undertaken as part of the Brechfa Forest Connection Project is to ensure that the
most appropriate route is chosen. WPD has reviewed the overall impacts associated with
the options in Section E and has selected a route through E1, E2, E4, E5, E6 and E8 to
take forward to detailed design.

8.6.25 Specific alignment suggestions
15374, Several respondents suggested specific
16140 alignments within the alignment
corridors.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for highlighting their concerns and suggesting specific
alignments within Section E. Their comments and suggestions will be taken into account
when determining the final alignment.

8.6.26 Support for undergrounding in Section E
15600

Numerous respondents expressed

WPD has undertaken a review of the appropriateness of undergrounding each of the route
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general support for undergrounding, or
suggest that the entire section or subsection be underground.

alignment corridor options and the results informed the selection of the preferred alignment
route corridor. Undergrounding was considered appropriate where ‘serious concerns’ were
identified.
The review concluded that within the preferred route, options E5 and E8 contained ‘serious
concerns’. As a consequence, WPD propose to underground parts of E5 and E8 through
Section E.

8.6.27 Undergrounding justified within Cothi Valley SLA
15369

Several respondents suggested that
undergrounding is justified within the
Cothi Valley SLA.

WPD agrees with the suggestion from some respondents that it would be justified to
underground the connection through certain parts of the Cothi Valley Special Landscape
Area. Within the preferred route, WPD propose to underground parts of E5 and E8 through
Section E.

8.6.28 Impact on communities and local residents in Section E
15731

Several respondents raised general
concern regarding the impact on
communities and local residents.

The potential environmental effects arising from the construction and operation of an
overhead line on communities and local residents was one of the factors influencing the
selection of the preferred route alignment.

8.6.29 Cumulative impacts of multiple infrastructure projects
15367

One respondent raised concern over the
cumulative impacts of multiple
infrastructure projects on local
communities in option E8, particularly
wind farms.

It is accepted that Section E has views of both existing and proposed wind farms.
In selecting the preferred route alignment corridor, WPD has sought to minimise the
potential for convergence, in line with the Holford Rules. When siting the line through
Section E the presence of existing infrastructure will continue to be taken into account.
Any visual effects arising from the presence of existing and proposed wind farms upon the
local community will be assessed and reported within the Environmental Statement.

8.6.30 Adverse effect on tourism
15506, Several respondents raised concern that
15372 the connection will have an adverse
effect on local businesses and the local
economy, often highlighting the
importance of tourism to the area.

Appropriate siting of the Brechfa Forest Connection through Section E should ensure that
direct significant effects (arising from construction or operation) to local businesses are
avoided. Indirect effects, often as a result of visual or landscape effects, upon tourism will
be considered and WPD is of the opinion that careful siting of infrastructure should mitigate
the potential for significant effects. The DCO application will be accompanied by an
Environmental Statement which will include an assessment of the socio-economic effects
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of the project.
8.6.31 Impact on access to public rights of way and views from them
15730

Several respondents raised concern
over the impact of the connection on
public rights of way in terms of access
and the views from them.

Due to the nature of construction activities it should not be necessary to close public
footpaths. Views of the connection by users of footpaths have been taken into account and
have informed the consideration of landscape and visual effects which have influenced the
choice of option within Section E.

8.6.32 Avoid impacts on fishing, particularly along the river Cothi
15916, Several respondents raised concerns
16047 about the impact of overhead lines on
fishing, from a tourism or safety
perspective, particularly along the river
Cothi.

WPD has consulted with fishing clubs during Stage 1 and Stage 2 Consultation in order to
understand where fishing takes place within Section E. The alignment and width of the
options chosen was considered by WPD to provide sufficient flexibility to ensure that
fishing activities would not be compromised by a proposed overhead line. As the design of
the route progresses the potential for impact upon fishing activities will be taken into
account.

8.6.33 Least impact on tourism in E9
15791

Two respondents suggested option E9
would have less impact on tourism.

WPD accepts that option E9 may have less impact on tourism but, having assessed all of
the alignment options in Section E, it has concluded that the selected alignment, which
does not include E9, is the most appropriate route to take forward to detailed design in
environmental and socio-economic terms and from a technical point of view.
Any indirect effects upon tourism, arising from construction or operation, will be considered
as part of the detailed design. The DCO application will be accompanied by an
Environmental Statement which will include an assessment of the socio-economic effects
of the project.

8.6.34 Views from Mynydd Llanllwni
15745

One respondent raised concern for the
views from Mynydd Llanllwni if E9 is
selected.

The effect of the proposed connection on the visual landscape is a consideration which
was used to help WPD choose the alignment options and the preferred alignment. Option
E9 has not been taken forward as part of the preferred route alignment and as such the
impact on views from Mynydd Llanllwni requires no further consideration.
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8.7 Alignment options
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.7.1 Alternative alignment options in Sections D and E
15353, Respondents suggested an alternative
16161, alignment, not presented in the stage 2
15540 consultation which included the
revisiting of the previously dismissed
alternative of an alignment west of
Carmarthen, one to underground
through Brechfa Forest, to overhead
then connect to D3- D1 and a
combination of D8- D6- D5, together with
one suggesting alternatives to the
Section E corridor options.

WPD has previously considered the appropriateness of a connection running north from
Llandyfaelog and west around Carmarthen and of connecting Bryn Llywelyn underground
through the forest to D3-D1. These were not taken forward for the reasons set out within
the Route Corridor Selection report at Stage 1 Consultation. The combination of D8-D6-D5
and alternatives to Section E corridor options have been discounted as a connection to
Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm is no longer required.

8.7.2 Alternative options to avoid recreation land in Section B
15714

Respondents suggested localised
amendments to the route alternative
options, not presented in the stage 2
consultation to allow the connection to
follow areas of forest or to avoid
recreation land within Section B.

WPD has reviewed the changes suggested which are concerned more with the subsequent
siting of poles. As such WPD will assess their appropriateness should the relevant
alignment option be selected.

8.7.3 WPD should show more sensitivity in selection alignment options
16164

A respondent suggested that WPD
should have shown more sensitivity
when selecting the alignment options.

WPD has sought to avoid areas of sensitivity from the outset of the project. The
methodology employed sought to identify and avoided areas designated as nationally
sensitive, such as National Parks, AONBs and as the project has evolved different
sensitivities have been factored in and avoided wherever possible. This process of
avoiding sensitive features will continue and will inform both the selection of the preferred
route alignment corridor and the placing of infrastructure within that corridor.
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8.8 Routeing and design
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.8.1 Preference for wooden poles
15805

Respondents made comments on their
preference for wooden poles over steel
structures, or raised concern about the
height of wooden poles.

The decision to use single and twin wooden poles is an engineering led decision
confirmed in the Strategic Optioneering Report (SOR). The total combined capacity of the
three proposed wind farms is 120MW and if exported at 132kV this can be done using a
three-phase single circuit connection built on wooden poles using a 200mm conductor
(overhead wire.)
The height of the single and twin wooden poles will be determined through a surveying
and line design process. The pole heights will be on average 15 metres in height but
range up to a maximum of 20 metres but these are rare.

8.8.2 Impact of weather on poles
15615, Respondents raised concerns over the
16075 impacts of weather on poles, particularly
high winds.

Overhead lines on wooden poles are designed to withstand extreme weather conditions
and have an excellent reliability record. Extreme weather conditions in the UK that might
affect our power lines include wind and ice. WPD has an excellent record for rapid
restoration in the rare event that extreme weather causes a fault on the overhead line.

8.8.3 Connection to be ‘hidden’ to minimise visual impact
15839

Respondents suggested that the
connection be 'hidden' or placed within
wooded areas to minimise visual impact.

The alignment of the overhead line must be suitable in engineering terms first and
foremost. In designing the route alignment a considerable amount of time has been spent
considering the landscape setting and mitigation through design has featured significantly
in the decision making process, including reference to the Holford Rules. Landscape and
visual considerations must be balanced together with other important environmental
considerations including ecology whereby the preservation of woodland, in particular
ancient and semi-ancient woodland, has been deliberately avoided due to its high
ecological value. WPD does recognise that there is a potential to screen the line with
existing vegetation and opportunities to use wooded areas in this way, potentially as a
backdrop, will be considered.

8.8.4 Buffer zones
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15557,
16074,
15674,
15713,
16003

Respondents questioned why a buffer
zone of 60m is applied to rural
properties, compared to 100m for urban
properties.

There are no restrictions in the UK on how close to existing homes a power line can be,
provided the exposure guidelines are complied with. The Government looked at
introducing such restrictions and decided they would be disproportionate.
WPD adopted a project standard to assist the design process when selecting the initial
route for an overhead line. This stated that near major areas of settlement, WPD will
adopt a minimum buffer of 60m from properties or buildings, and try to achieve a more
desirable distance of 100m wherever possible.
WPD understands that the standard could be perceived to favour properties in urban
areas and has decided, as a result of consultation responses, to apply a 60 metre standoff for all properties in both rural and urban areas.
Outside of the major areas of settlement, it may be necessary on occasion to route the
line closer than 60m to homes or buildings as a result of other site based
constraints. Such occurrences will be reviewed individually as part of the detailed drafting
of the route alignment stage.

8.8.5 Use shortest or most direct route
15448, Respondents suggested that WPD
15851, should use the shortest or most direct
15677, route for the connection.
15649

The Brechfa Forest Connection is a nationally significant infrastructure project. It will be
determined by the Secretary of State in accordance with the provisions of The Planning
Act 2008 and primarily against national planning policy as set out within EN-5 National
Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure. The principal considerations
relative to the selection of the route alignment are engineering, environment and socioeconomic, including human factors and public consultation. When these factors are
properly taken into account, in the context of this project, it has been determined that the
most direct route would not be suitable and would not be consented. The final route
alignment will be the shortest route that has regard to all of the above factors.

8.8.6 Connection should be economical through using the most direct route
15726

Respondents suggested that the
connection should be economical,
through using the most direct route.

WPD is required, through its regulatory obligations, to provide the most economical
connection to the wind farm developers but it must be capable of being consented and, as
a result of the environmental studies undertaken to date, it will not be the most direct route
available.
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8.8.7 Use shortest route to reduce construction and maintenance costs
15724, Respondents suggested that the
15578 shortest route should be taken to reduce
construction and/or maintenance costs
and that this may make an underground
connection more economic.

It is not possible to construct an underground cable in a direct line to connect the wind
farms due to the potential for environmental impacts associated with underground cable.
The average cost for building an overhead line would be £150,000 per km and for an
underground cable it would be £986,000 per km. The cost differential would not make it
more economical to construct a route entirely underground as evidenced in the Lifetime
Costs Report, January 2014.

8.8.8 Avoid roads
15921

Respondents suggested that the
connection should avoid roads.

It is not possible to construct a connection to export electricity from the three proposed
wind farms without crossing roads. The preferred route alignment will avoid direct contact
with the highway where it crosses overhead. Sections of the preferred route alignment
will utilise the verge and the highway itself for sections of underground cable. WPD has
undertaken consultation with the relevant highway authorities about their proposals.

8.8.9 Use existing connection corridors
15617, Respondents suggested that existing
15872 connection corridors are used for the
connection.

The nearest point of connection for the proposed wind farms to the existing WPD network
is at Llandyfaelog. Whilst there is existing network closer it does not have the capacity to
take the capacity of electricity generated by the proposed wind farms. This is reviewed in
detail in the Strategic Optioneering Report, which confirms that a new 132,000 volt
(132kV) connection to our network at Llandyfaelog is needed.

8.8.10 Follow hedgerows and avoid fields
15924

Respondents suggested that the
connection should follow hedgerows
and avoid fields as much as possible.

The preferred alignment is predominantly in fields and this is unavoidable. WPD is
sensitive to the needs of land owners and has considerable experience derived from
operating and developing its existing overhead network. Whilst the alignment of the
preferred route will be determined by engineering and environmental requirements WPD
will work closely with landowners when determining pole locations and where technically
and environmentally appropriate locations on the edge of fields will be chosen.

8.8.11 More information on what happens after 25 years
15465

Respondents requested more
information on what happens to the
connection after 25 years.

At the end of the 25 year operational life of the proposed wind farms, if no further planning
permission is sought by the wind farm operators, we would review our network
requirements for the area to determine whether there was a need to keep the connection.
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We would normally expect a new connection to be permanent but if, in the future, it is
decided it should be decommissioned then details of this process will be included in our
Environmental Statement which will be submitted with our DCO application in late 2014.
8.8.12 Sustainability of wood poles
15465

Respondents requested more
information on the sustainability of the
timber used in wooden poles.

All of the poles used by WPD are Forestry Stewardship Certified (FSC) and come from
sustainable commercial plantations in Scandinavia. The FSC standard ensures
traceability of each individual pole and is an internationally recognised standard.

8.8.13 Specific siting of the connection
15461, Respondents requested more
16222 information on the specific siting of the
connection within the alignment
corridor.

The preferred alignment corridor has been selected. The next stage in designing the
route is to undertake a detailed survey which will identify the specific siting of the wooden
poles.

8.8.14 Connection should be economical
15571

Respondents suggested that the
connection should be economical, either
through using the most direct route,
utilising existing infrastructure or
minimising undergrounding.

The preferred alignment corridor is the most economic connection corridor available. It
utilises existing WPD network where available and has provided carefully considered
justification for the use of underground cabling.

8.8.15 Metal lattice towers
15489

Respondents raised concerns over the
use of metal lattice towers.

The overhead line proposed within the preferred alignment corridor will not use steel
lattice towers in the new build sections. The existing WPD network that will be used is on
existing steel lattice towers.

8.8.16 Existing H poles close together
15612

Respondents raised concern that
existing H poles are very close together,
further impacting the landscape.

The typical span or distance between the 132kV wood poles would be around 100-120m.
However, spans can be longer than this between wood poles and, if the poles are made
taller, the span can be further increased. The maximum span between poles is 180m.

8.8.17 Overhead connections more susceptible to disruption
15504, Respondents raised concern that
15899 overhead connections may be more

Overhead lines on wooden poles are designed to withstand extreme weather conditions
and have an excellent reliability record. Extreme weather conditions in the UK that might
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susceptible to disruption.

affect our power lines include wind and ice. WPD has an excellent record for supply
security and reinstating overhead lines is significantly quicker than restoring faults on
132kV underground cables.
The proposed Brechfa Forest Connection is solely designed for exporting electricity
generated at the wind farms to the Swansea North Substation. It is not part of the local
distribution network and therefore if the line were to be damaged it would not, in itself,
affect customer supplies or cause power cuts.

8.8.18 Holford Rules and converging lines
16246

Respondents highlight the Holford Rules Our environmental consultants, RSK, have carried out a detailed and comprehensive
in regard to converging lines, and
assessment of the area to identify the preferred route and the Holford Rules have been
topography.
fully considered in this process. This has included having regard to topography and an
assessment of the wire scape in different areas. Where the overhead line diverges south
of Alltwalis on the Bryn Llywelyn tee-off this has been assessed as appropriate for that
location.
8.8.19 Opposition to overhead lines

15425

Respondents make general comments in Overhead lines are a well-established and proven form of engineering for distributing
opposition to overhead lines, regardless electricity and they constitute a significant proportion of the WPD network in South Wales.
of the route chosen.
The Strategic Optioneering Report has identified that the Brechfa Forest Connection can
be constructed using a wooden pole overhead line.
8.8.20 Use existing infrastructure for connection

15550

Respondents suggested that wherever
possible existing infrastructure should
be used for the connection, or that
further investigation into this possibility
is carried out.

The nearest point of connection for the proposed wind farms to the existing WPD network
is at Llandyfaelog. Whilst there is existing network closer it does not have the capacity to
take the capacity of electricity generated by the proposed wind farms. This is reviewed in
detail in the Strategic Optioneering Report, which confirms that a new 132kV connection
to our network at Llandyfaelog is needed.

8.8.21 Posts could be hidden
16165

One respondent suggested that the
posts could be hidden but provided no
explanation of how this could be
achieved.

The design of the preferred route alignment will seek to mitigate the visual impact of the
wooden poles through design and routing decisions that utilise natural geographical and
ecological features. The average height of the poles will be 15 metres and it is not
possible to “hide” each individual pole.
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8.8.22 More information on impact assessments
15339

Respondents requested more
information on impact assessments and
suggested that an understanding of
impacts may indicate that a mixed
approach to undergrounding/overhead
would be appropriate.

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is an important process to determine the likely
effects of a project on the environment. WPD is committed to minimising, as far as is
practicable, the impact of its proposals on the environment and communities. A key
function of an EIA is to collect environmental information which helps shape the design of
the scheme so that environmental effects are minimised. The findings of the EIA will be
presented in an Environmental Statement that will accompany WPD’s Development
Consent Order application to the Planning Inspectorate.

8.9 Engineering, design and construction
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.9.1 Dust and noise caused by construction
15909, Respondents raised concern over the
15641, levels of dust and noise caused by
construction.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position. Work will be
confined to assembling the equipment on the ground before erecting them into an
excavated trench of approximately 3 metres in width. Some poles may require additional
excavation to anchor stay wires. Each pole location will require access for a tracked
mechanical digger and 4x4 vehicles and vans for the construction crews. The levels of
dust and noise are minimal and will be short-term. The impact of the construction activity
will be examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.2 Impact of construction on local traffic
15442, Respondents raised concern over the
15910 impact of construction on local traffic.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position. Vehicle
movements will be restricted to the construction crews’ arrival and departure on any given
day. Deliveries to the pole positions will be of poles and materials to string the overhead
wires and these will be made by flatbed lorries. The impact of the construction activity and
traffic movements will be examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.3 Upgrades to road network
16225

Respondents suggest upgrades to the
road network to mitigate against traffic

The level of traffic generated by the construction of the overhead line will not be of a
sufficient magnitude to require or justify upgrades to the road network. The traffic impacts
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impacts.

will be negligible. To ensure that this is the case the impact of the construction activity and
traffic movements will be examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.4 Construction on steep hill sides
16240, Respondents raised concern regarding
15834 the construction of the connection on
steep hill sides, from a safety and
access perspective.

There are limits to the level of gradient that an overhead line can be constructed on. These
levels vary according to the pole position or type. In undertaking a detailed survey and
modelling of the proposed route alignment factors including safety, accessibility, access for
construction and suitability for future maintenance are important factors that the designers
must have regard to.

8.9.5 Noise from construction or operation
15432,
15808,
15365,
15539

Respondents raised general concerns
for the levels of noise caused by
construction or operation of the
connection.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position. Work will be
confined to assembling the equipment on the ground before erecting them into an
excavated trench of approximately 3 metres in width. Some poles may require additional
excavation to anchor stay wires. Each pole location will require access for a tracked
mechanical digger and 4x4 vehicles and vans for the construction crews. The levels of
noise are minimal and will be short-term. The impact of the construction activity will be
examined in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

8.9.6 Impact of construction on local traffic and road surfaces
15793

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on local traffic
and on road surfaces.

The level of traffic generated by the construction of the overhead line will not be of a
sufficient level to cause specific adverse impacts to the surfaces of the road network. The
traffic impacts will be negligible. To ensure that this is the case the impact of the
construction activity and traffic movements will be examined in the Environmental Impact
Assessment.

8.9.7 Impact of flooding on construction and operation
15786

Respondents raised concern over
flooding, and its impact on the
construction and operation of the
connection.

Flooding impacts have been carefully reviewed in the selection of the preferred route
alignment corridor and have been an important factor throughout the decision making
process. The impact on hydrology will be examined in the Environmental Impact
Assessment.

8.9.8 More information on tree felling and maintenance
16183

Respondents requested more

WPD undertakes an ongoing programme of tree cutting across the whole of its network
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information on tree felling and
maintenance.

and each line is normally reviewed on a five year rotation. The purpose of tree cutting is to
ensure resilience of the overhead network and reduce the impact of trees causing outages
or power cuts, particularly in storm conditions. Tree felling is undertaken by approved
arboricultural contractors.

8.9.10 Impact on public rights of way
15418

Respondents request more information
of construction on public rights of way,
and tree felling.

The erection of wooden poles would not normally impact on public rights of way. Where
this would be unavoidable then temporary diversions would be arranged around a
designated construction area. Such diversions would be temporary and minor in their
impact.

8.9.11 Impact of construction on existing infrastructure
15507

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of construction on existing
infrastructure such as rail lines and
bridges, and existing overhead power
lines, suggesting this would need
consent.

The preferred route alignment corridor does not cross any railway lines and does not
propose using any existing bridge structures, although this may be required for engineering
reasons as the detailed design work continues. If a bridge is need for an underground
cable crossing and it is structurally suitable then WPD will reach agreement with the
highway authority or land owner on the method of construction before commencing any
works.
There are no special permissions required for crossing existing overhead power lines and,
with the exception of the National Grid 400kV circuits near Llandyfaelog, all of the
overhead lines are part of the WPD network. WPD will enter into a crossing agreement
with National Grid, which is standard practice when WPD cross one of their lines.

8.9.12 Cumulative impact of wind farm developments on traffic
15622

Respondents suggested that the
cumulative impact of the wind farm
developments on traffic will have to be
considered in any assessments.

WPD agrees that the cumulative impact of the wind farm traffic and the overhead line
construction traffic will need to be assessed. This will be done in the Environmental Impact
Assessment.

8.9.13 Certain roads unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles
16139, Respondents raised concern over
15815 particular roads which would be
unsuitable for heavy goods vehicles, or
highlighted their need to maintain

The construction of the overhead line will not require a significant level of HGV movements
and those that do arise will be predominantly concerned with the delivery of plant to site
and will only give rise to short-term access restrictions. The locations of the identified
properties will be included in the transportation assessment in the Environmental Impact

129

access to their property at all times.

Assessment.

8.9.14 Construction activity may affect surrounding foundations
16226

Respondents highlight concern that
construction activity may affect
surrounding foundations.

The construction activity will be of a low level at each individual pole position and invasive
work will be restricted to digging small trenches to sit the poles in. In the unlikely situation
that excavating a trench may affect surrounding foundations then that pole position would
be subject to detailed structural engineering survey and appropriate mitigation measures
would be implemented on the advice of a structural engineer.

8.9.15 Suitability of wooden poles
15856, Respondents make comments on the
15470 suitability of wooden poles or raised
concerns over the future use of metal
lattice towers.

The engineering design of the wooden pole construction is set out in the Energy Networks
Association (ENA) Technical Specification 43-50, which is an industry-wide standard. This
system of wooden H pole construction is the preferred engineering solution for the project
and is proven technology.
If the Development Consent Order (DCO) is granted for an overhead line using wooden
pole construction there is no recourse to change this to steel lattice tower or pylons. To do
so would require a completely separate DCO and it would need to undergo the same
procedures that WPD is currently undertaking for the wooden pole line.
It is not our intention to upgrade this proposed connection at any point during the lifetime of
the proposed wind farms.

8.9.16 Traffic on A459
15907

A respondent notes that the A459 will
bear the brunt of construction traffic in
association with the two, possibly three
wind farms.

The traffic generated by the wind farm developments has been assessed in the
determination of their respective applications. The cumulative impact of the wind farm
traffic and the overhead line construction traffic will be assessed in the Environmental
Impact Assessment.

8.9.17 Impact of an overhead line on petrol station and agricultural activity
15586

Respondents raised concern over the
impact of an overhead connection on
the petrol station and on farm machinery
with reference also made to the effects
upon silage fields if poles were not

The overhead line will not have an adverse impact on any petrol filling stations.
When designing the preferred route the alignment will seek to minimise the impact on
agricultural operations as far as possible, this includes siting poles close to field
boundaries. However, this is not always possible but where poles are proposed within
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located alongside field boundaries.
During construction, concern raised
regarding access to agricultural land to
feed livestock.

fields WPD will continue to work with land owners and tenants to minimise impacts, where
feasible, through micro-siting or raising individual spans to allow agricultural machinery to
pass.
Construction at pole locations is an activity that can be undertaken in fields where livestock
are present and the working area can be fenced off.

8.10 Undergrounding
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.10.1 Undergrounding more affordable considering lifetime and maintenance costs
16167, Respondents suggested that
15986 undergrounding may be more affordable
when lifetime costs and maintenance
costs are taken into account.

The average cost for building an overhead line would be £150,000 per km and for an
underground cable it would be £986,000 per km. The Lifetime Costs Report, January
2014, confirms that the cost differential would not make it more economical to construct a
route entirely underground.

8.10.2 Despite additional costs, undergrounding still preferable
15752,
15404,
15370,
15900

Respondents recognise the additional
cost of underground connections
however still suggest that this would be
their preferred choice.

In order to comply with national policy on the construction of electricity networks and for
WPD to meet its obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead lines route with short sections of underground cables. National policy (NPS EN5) states that the use of overhead lines is not incompatible with the developer’s statutory
duty to preserve amenity and mitigate impacts.

8.10.3 Wind farm developers or WPD should pay for undergrounding
16086,
15722,
15527,
16106,
16159,
16155

Respondents suggested that as the
beneficiaries of the project, the wind
farm developers or WPD should pay the
full cost of undergrounding.

The wind farm developer, RWE, will pay for the construction of the new connection. WPD
will not. These costs are also scrutinised by Ofgem as costs ultimately are paid for by
users/bill payers.
This cost ultimately goes on consumers’ bills, which is why Government policy means we
need to provide a cost effective connection.
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When the costs for the project are assessed by Ofgem, they would penalise WPD for not
delivering a cost effective connection.
8.10.4 Impact of undergrounding on the environment
15821

Respondents highlight the negative
impacts of an underground connection
on the environment.

The construction of an underground cable section can have a potentially significant impact
on sensitive and protected ecological and archaeological areas. WPD will fully consider all
these issues in the Environmental Impact Assessment to ensure that the sections of
underground cable on the preferred route alignment are justified.

8.10.5 Other projects which have been undergrounded
15530, Respondents referred to other projects
16087, in which underground cables have been
15650 used, suggesting that this project
should be no different.

In order to comply with national policy on the construction of electricity networks and for
WPD to meet its obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead lines route with short sections of underground cables.
Other infrastructure projects will have looked at the merits of their schemes and drawn their
own conclusions based on their own information, site specific issues, policy context, and
other material considerations. They are not necessarily applicable to this project and it is
important that decisions for the Brechfa Forest Connection are made in the context of its
environment, engineering constraints and stakeholder feedback, and not on the basis of
decisions taken on other projects.

8.10.6 Cost of undergrounding already budgeted for
15716

Respondents suggest that the cost of
undergrounding has already been
budgeted for.

Whether or not the wind farm developer has budgeted for the cost of the whole connection
being underground is not known and is a matter for them.
WPD has an obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection and
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead lines route with short sections of underground cables.

8.10.7 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on environment
16233, Respondents suggested that the
15352, connection should be placed
15585 underground to minimise the impact on
the environment.

The preferred route alignment has been designed to minimise impact on the environment
and this has been a principal consideration from the outset. Simply undergrounding the
entire route would not necessarily minimise environmental impact and the construction of
an underground cable section can have a potentially significant impact on sensitive and
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protected ecological and archaeological areas. WPD will fully consider all these issues in
the Environmental Impact Assessment to ensure that the sections of underground cable on
the preferred route alignment are justified.
8.10.8 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on landscape
15914, Respondents suggested that the
15565, connection should be placed
15672 underground to minimise the impact on
landscape.

The preferred route alignment corridor has been selected to minimise impact on the
landscape and has been thoroughly assessed by RSK. This work is recorded and justified
in the Preferred Route Alignment report. Simply undergrounding the entire route would not
necessarily minimise environmental impact and the construction of an underground cable
section can have a potentially significant impact on sensitive and protected ecological and
archaeological areas. It can also leave a visual mark on the landscape.

8.10.9 Are undergrounding routes being considered?
15499

Respondents asked whether
underground routes are being
considered.

The starting point for the proposed connection was for an overhead line route. WPD has
considered all the sections of the route options where an overhead line would not be
appropriate and has looked in detail at the undergrounding issues associated with those
routes.

8.10.10 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on health
15558

Respondents suggest that
undergrounding the connection would
reduce the impacts of the connection on
health.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.10.11 Support for undergrounding
15430

Respondents expressed general support
for undergrounding, or suggest that the
entire route be underground.

The starting point for the proposed connection was for an overhead line route. WPD has
considered all the sections of the route options where an overhead line would not be
appropriate and has looked in detail at the undergrounding issues associated with the at
section of the preferred alignment.

8.10.12 Underground only where fully justified
15573

Respondents suggest that the
connection should be underground only
where fully justified.

In order to comply with national policy on the construction of electricity networks and for
WPD to meet its obligation to provide an efficient, coordinated and economic connection
the preferred engineering solution is for a new 132kV connection that is predominantly an
overhead line route with short sections of underground cables.
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The construction of an underground cable section can have a potentially significant impact
on sensitive and protected ecological and archaeological areas. WPD will fully consider all
these issues in the Environmental Impact Assessment to ensure that the sections of
underground cable on the preferred route alignment are justified.
8.10.13 Undergrounding justified in specific locations
15457

Respondents suggested that
undergrounding is justified in specific
locations, such as in sensitive
landscapes or near communities
affected by the wind farm development.

The starting point for the proposed connection was for an overhead line route. WPD has
considered all the sections of the preferred route alignment corridor where an overhead
line would not be appropriate and has looked in detail at the undergrounding issues
associated with that section.

8.10.14 Use undergrounding to minimise impact on tourism
15567

Respondents suggest that the
connection should be made
underground in order to minimise the
impact of the connection on tourism.

The Environmental Impact Assessment will consider tourism impacts as part of the
socio-economic assessment. It is not considered that these impacts are of sufficient
material weight to justify the proposed connection being made entirely by underground
cable.

8.10.15 Overhead connection may be more susceptible to disruption
15899, Respondents raised concern that
16048 overhead connections may be more
susceptible to disruption and that
undergrounding is less likely to be
affected by the weather.

Overhead lines on wooden poles are designed to withstand extreme weather conditions
and have an excellent reliability record. Extreme weather conditions in the UK that might
affect our power lines include wind and ice. WPD has an excellent record for supply
security and reinstating overhead lines is significantly quicker than restoring faults on
132kV underground cables.
The proposed Brechfa Forest Connection is solely designed for exporting electricity
generated at the wind farms to the Swansea North Substation. It is not part of the local
distribution network and therefore if the line were to be damaged it would not, in itself,
affect customer supplies or cause power cuts.

8.10.16 Physical disruption from undergrounding can be remedied
16107

A respondent noted that the physical
disruption of laying cables can be
remedied.

After laying underground cables the terrain will always be reinstated to a very high
standard. Care is taken in the excavation of a cable trench to ensure that top soil and subsoil are not mixed to assist in the reinstatement process. It is the objective of WPD to
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ensure reinstatement is as close to the original condition of the land as possible.
Nevertheless where cable routes traverse certain environmental features, for example,
woodland or established hedgerows long-term impacts can be made on the landscape.
8.10.17 Underground to mitigate health impacts
15707

Respondents suggest that the
connection should be placed
underground in order to mitigate against
potential health impacts.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.11 Environment
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.11.1 General concerns about impact on the environment
15827, Respondents raised general concerns
15779, regarding the impact of the connection
15894, on the environment.
15533

WPD is committed to minimising the impact of the connection on the environment and on
communities. WPD have and will continue to work closely with statutory consultees, as well
as local groups, communities, businesses and landowners and ensure that environmental
and community impacts are minimised wherever possible.
WPD have contracted an environmental team that is integrated into the project to consider
environmental aspects at every stage of project design and development and to avoid/
reduce impacts where identified.

8.11.2 Potential impacts on watercourses
15833, Respondents raised concern for the
15675 potential impacts upon watercourses in
regard to environmental impacts and on
domestic water supplies.

The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the ES will consider the potential effects of the
proposed development on the hydrological environment (including drainage, water quality
and water resources). Natural Resources Wales have been consulted throughout the
routing process including the scope of ES and the potential effects on watercourses.
Owing to the nature of the proposed development, it is unlikely there will be impacts to
domestic water supplies, however, the interruption of, or disturbance to, public or private
water supplies will be assessed in the environmental statement where appropriate. Impacts
to these will be avoided wherever possible.
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8.11.3 General concerns about impact on an overhead line the environment
15819, Respondents raised general concerns
15568, regarding the impact on the connection
15632 on the environment, particularly in
regard to an overhead connection.

WPD is committed to minimising the impact of the connection on the environment and on
communities. WPD have and will continue to work closely with statutory consultees, as well
as local groups, communities, businesses and landowners and ensure that environmental
and community impacts are minimised wherever possible.
Where a section of OHL can be demonstrated to have potential for serious landscape and
visual concerns and where the benefits of undergrounding can be seen to outweigh other
potential impacts and risks of undergrounding, and where the associated costs can be
justified, then the section will be proposed for undergrounding.

8.11.4 Impact on ecology, wildlife and biodiversity
15774, Respondents raised concern over the
15927, impact on the connection on ecology,
15355 wildlife and biodiversity.

Care for the environment is extremely important to us and, as part of our studies, we
identified areas protected nationally and internationally for their environmental value. We
avoided these areas wherever possible when identifying the preferred route corridors for
the overhead line and we will carry out a full environmental assessment. A number of
ecological surveys have and will continue to be undertaken to inform our assessment. This
will help to shape the design of the scheme and minimise any ecological effects wherever
possible.

8.11.5 Impact of the construction of an overhead line on ecology, wildlife and biodiversity
15776

Respondents raised concern over the
impact on the connection on ecology,
wildlife and biodiversity, particularly in
relation to the construction of overhead
lines

Care for the environment is extremely important to us and, as part of our studies, we
identified areas protected nationally and internationally for their environmental value. We
avoided these areas wherever possible when identifying the preferred route corridors for
the overhead line and we will carry out a full environmental assessment. A number of
ecological surveys have and will continue to be undertaken to inform our assessment. This
will help to shape the design of the scheme and minimise any ecological effects wherever
possible.
In many cases undergrounding can have a greater impact on ecological habitats and
species as the construction technique is more intrusive.

8.11.6 Glastir and other schemes
15882, Respondents highlighted land that is
15710 under that managed in accordance with
Glastir or other agri-environmental

It is unlikely that land managed under these schemes would be affected by an overhead
line as the footprint of the development is limited. Land affected which is subject to the
Glastir or other agri-environmental schemes will be reviewed once the final alignment is
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schemes, raising concern that the
connection may inhibit their ability to
manage the land in accordance with the
scheme, or claim the associated
payments.

selected. WPD will work closely with landowners to ensure that management of land under
these schemes is avoided wherever possible.

8.11.7 Local heritage not given enough consideration
15757, Respondents raised concern that local
15400 heritage was not given enough
consideration in the decision making
process.

Heritage was considered throughout the routing process including gathering constraint
data, consulting with heritage consultees, identifying route corridors, selecting a preferred
corridor and identifying alignment options. Wherever possible designated and nondesignated assets and their setting have been avoided. Heritage will continue to be
considered and the heritage assessment of the final scheme will be documented in the ES.

8.11.8 Impact on local landmarks, listed buildings and ancient monuments
15688

Respondents raised concern for the
impact on local landmarks, listed
buildings and ancient monuments.

Listed buildings and ancient monuments were identified during the first stage of the routing
process in order to avoid, wherever possible these assets and their setting.
Views from local landmarks will, where appropriate, be considered in the landscape and
visual assessment.

8.11.9 Flooding and its effect on local people
15642

Respondents raised concern over
flooding, and its effect on local people.

The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the ES will consider the potential effects of the
proposed development on the hydrological environment and the risk of flooding to and from
the proposed development during the construction, operational (including maintenance)
and decommissioning phases.

8.11.10 Impact on groundwater and watercourses
16058

Respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on
groundwater and water courses, with
some highlighting reliance on spring
water for domestic supply.

The Hydrology and Flood Risk chapter of the ES will consider the potential effects of the
proposed development on the hydrological environment (including drainage, water quality
and water resources). Natural Resources Wales have been consulted throughout the
routing process including the potential effects on watercourses and groundwater.
It is unlikely there will be impacts to private water supplies as these will be avoided where
possible and the nature of the nature of excavation works is limited. The interruption of, or
disturbance to, public or private water supplies will be assessed in the environmental
statement where appropriate.
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8.11.11 Avoid designated sites and sensitive areas
15412

Respondents expressed concern, or
suggested that the connection should
aim to avoid designated sites and
sensitive areas.

As part of our routing studies, we identified areas protected nationally and internationally
for their environmental value. We avoided these areas wherever possible when identifying
the preferred route corridors and route alignment options for the overhead line. This
process and an assessment of the final scheme on any designated sites will be
documented in the Environmental Statement which will accompany the DCO application.

8.11.12 Undergrounding would have less impact on the environment
15566

Respondents suggest that an
underground connection would have
less impact on the environment,
including wildlife, when compared to an
overhead connection.

While undergrounding the connection has benefits for landscape and visual effects, it has
the potential to have in some cases greater impacts on the environment.
In relation to wildlife, disturbance of soils, especially in habitats such as woodland, is likely
to have long term impacts and there is a greater chance of having negative effects on
protected species such as bats, Dormice and birds in woodlands. Hedges are also of
increased sensitivity to undergrounding (as sections of established hedges may need to be
removed). Any undergrounding option also has the potential to result in adverse effects on
buried archaeological remains.

8.11.13 Impact on ecology, wildlife and biodiversity
15606

Respondents raised concern over the
impact on the connection on ecology,
wildlife and biodiversity, particularly
various bird species.

Wintering bird surveys and breeding bird surveys have been undertaken to identify
sensitive habitats and species. This information will be used to inform the routing process
and as part of the impact assessment submitted.

8.11.14 Concern for forest and ancient woodland
16037

Respondents raised concern for areas of
forest and ancient woodland, or suggest
that tree felling should be minimised.

In developing the corridors and route alignment options, areas of woodland including
ancient woodland have wherever possible been avoided.

8.11.15 Children and grandchildren to enjoy countryside
16145

Reference was made to the need for
children and grandchildren to enjoy the
countryside as previous generations
did.

We have carried out a detailed and comprehensive assessment of the area to identify
suitable corridors to route the Brechfa Forest connection. This routing has aimed to
minimise impacts to the countryside including views and recreational uses.
The need for this connection project is the requirement to connect new sources of
electricity generated by renewable energy the need for which has been defined in
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government policy (NPS-EN1).
8.11.16 Information on potential for undergrounding
16010

A respondent requested more
information on the potential for
undergrounding and copies of the
environmental assessment.

Where a section of overhead line can be demonstrated to have potential for serious
landscape and visual concerns and where the benefits of undergrounding can be seen to
outweigh other potential impacts and risks of undergrounding, and where the associated
costs can be justified, then the section will be proposed for undergrounding.
The environmental assessment will be documented in the Environmental Statement which
will be submitted with the DCO application. The proposed scope for this assessment has
been submitted for comment to PINS. PINS will also consult with consultees such as NRW
and CCC on the proposed scope.

8.11.17 Impact on quality of life, happiness and wellbeing
15562

Respondents made general comments
on the impact of the connection on their
quality of life, happiness and wellbeing
citing the benefits of views and the
landscape.

We have carried out a detailed and comprehensive assessment of the area to identify
suitable corridors to route the Brechfa Forest connection. Wherever possible, the corridors
identified seek to avoid the most naturally beautiful parts of the county, although we accept
that this may not always be possible.
Where a particularly valued landscape area is unavoidable, we will give careful
consideration to the design of the connection and we may decide that for visual, ecological
or technical reasons it might be justified to underground certain parts of the overhead
line. This will be addressed at the next stage of consultation in late 2014, when we will
consult on undergrounding sections of the project.

8.11.18 Overhead lines may affect tourism
15569

Respondents objected to overhead lines
because it may affect tourism, be close
to residential areas or be cumulatively
detrimental in view of the wind turbines.

We recognise the importance of tourism in the area and during Stage 1 Consultation we
engaged with numerous local tourism associations. We will continue to liaise with them
throughout the second and third stages of consultation in 2014 so that we can minimise
any potential impacts of the proposal on local tourism.
Distance from residential areas was considered when selecting the route alignment options
and WPD will continue to maximise the distance from residences. The potential cumulative
impact of the overhead line with the wind turbines will be considered and assessed within
the ES.
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8.12 Socio-economic
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.12.1 Adverse effect on local businesses and economy
15800

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on local businesses and the local
economy.

We recognise the importance of tourism in the area and during Stage 1 Consultation we
engaged with numerous local tourism associations. In addition, during stage 2
consultation, everyone within 3km of the route alignment options was contacted. We will
continue to liaise with them throughout the third stage of consultation in 2014 so that we
can minimise any potential impacts of the proposal on local tourism, local businesses and
recreational activities.

8.12.2 Adverse effect on tourism
15740,
15366,
15505,
15471

Respondents raised concern that the
connection will have an adverse effect
on tourism and tourism related
recreational activities.

We recognise the importance of tourism in the area and during Stage 1 Consultation we
engaged with numerous local tourism associations. We will continue to liaise with them
throughout the second and third stages of consultation in 2014 so that we can minimise
any potential impacts of the proposal on local tourism and recreational activities.

8.12.3 Value of property or business
15992,
15985,
16052,
16053

Respondents raise concern over the
impact of the connection on the value
of their property or business,
specifically asking for compensation.

We recognise that the visual impact of the proposed new connection is a major concern for
all community members and we will try wherever possible to minimise the impact of our
proposal. The proposed connection will be made using a wood pole line and during the
detailed routing considerations, setback distances will be maximised so that over-bearing
impacts on individual homes and businesses are avoided.
UK law does not require compensation to be paid for visual impact.

8.12.4 Impact on saleability and value of property
15828,
15382,
15361,
15490

Respondents raised concern for the
potential impact of the connection on
the saleability and value of properties.

We recognise that the visual impact of the proposed new connection is a major concern for
all community members and we will try wherever possible to minimise the impact of our
proposal. The proposed connection will be made using a wood pole line and during the
detailed routing considerations, setback distances will be maximised so that over-bearing
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impacts on individual homes and businesses are avoided. UK law does not require
compensation to be paid for visual impact.
8.12.5 Suggestions for community benefits
15373

Respondents suggested potential
community benefits that could be
created as part of the project including
improved broadband internet
connections, or the creation of canter
tracks alongside the connection.

It is not proposed to provide community benefits as part of the project.

8.12.6 Socio-economic impacts will adversely affect future generations
15755,
15946,
15525

Respondents raise concern that socioeconomic impacts, such as those on
family businesses will adversely impact
upon their children or future
generations.

It is recognised that there are a number of tourism services within or near to proposed
route alignments and that they provide employment within the county. Construction
methods proposed are not expected to cause significant disruption to these businesses
due to the small scale in terms of working area, and time taken to undertake each section
of construction work required.
The impacts of tourism during operational activities including views will be considered in
the socio-economic assessment.

8.12.7 Will community benefit be available
15463

Respondents requested confirmation of
whether a community benefit fund
would be made available as part of the
project.

A community benefit fund will not be available as part of this project although RWE does
propose a community benefit fund as part of their wind farm proposals.

8.12.8 Communities cannot benefit from electricity being generated by wind farms
16081

One respondent expresses
disappointment that the local
communities cannot benefit from the
electricity being generated and
transmitted.

The electricity generated will be connected to the regional and national distribution network
which meets both local demand and the overall national need.
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8.13 Health, safety and security
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.13.1 General concerns regarding health
15803, Respondents raised general concerns
15764, regarding the health of local residents.
15318,
15652

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.13.2 Concern over electro-magnetic fields
15783,
15934,
16035,
15534,
15703

Respondents raised concerns over
electro-magnetic fields or the potential
for overhead lines to cause cancer. One
respondent also raised the prospect for
bursts of ultra-violet light.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).
Electric fields are produced by voltage. Magnetic fields are produced by current.
Collectively they are known as “electric and magnetic fields” (EMFs). EMFs are present
wherever electricity is used in homes; for example, fields are produced by vacuum
cleaners, mobile phones and the wiring inside a house. They are also produced by
electricity transmission and distribution equipment.
EMFs are produced by electricity distribution lines. The fields are usually greatest directly
under the lines and fall rapidly with distance to the sides of the line. For 132kV overhead
lines on wooden poles, the magnetic field under the line is typically around 0.5 μT to 2 μT
and will generally fall away over a few tens of metres, returning to the normal background
range of 0.01 μT to 0.2 μT at a distance of around 50 metres.
WPD takes this issue extremely seriously. There are important and serious questions
about potential health effects which have been investigated in depth over the last 30 years.
There has been a lot of research into whether electric and magnetic fields have any effect
on health and over £300m spent investigating this issue around the world. Research still
continues but the balance of scientific evidence to date has not established a link between
EMFs and disease.
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Based on a recent in-depth review of the scientific literature, the World Health Organisation
concluded that current evidence does not confirm the existence of any health
consequences from low level exposure to electromagnetic fields. However, some gaps in
knowledge about biological effects exist and need further research.
WPD’s overhead lines are designed and operated to comply with Government guidelines
on EMFs. WPD considers it is vital that the public are properly protected. During the
identification and selection of the potential route alignments, it will make every effort to
maximise the distance between the overhead lines and surrounding properties.
WPD is committed to open and honest communication and a factsheet with further
information is available as part of the project documentation. This also lists sources of
further information.
In the event of an electric arc occurring this can produce ultra violet light in short bursts.
The chance of an arc happening on the overhead line is highly unlikely but should this
materialise then the automatic protection will be tripped immediately and the circuit will be
isolated preventing further reoccurrences.
8.13.3 Safety of livestock near overhead lines
16027

Respondents raised concern for the
safety of livestock near overhead lines.

Providing the livestock do not come into contact with the live conductors then there will be
no safety risk to them. If stay wires are required in a field where livestock would normally
graze then they can be fenced off to protect the apparatus and the animals.

8.13.4 Stress, distress and psychological impacts
16043, Respondents referred to levels of stress,
16042, distress and psychological impacts of
15945, the connection.
16108

The proposed scheme is a nationally significant infrastructure project and the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) states at 4.13.1 that, “Energy production has
the potential to impact on the health and well-being of the population. Access to energy is
clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. However, the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.”
WPD is not aware of any instances where the presence of its overhead line apparatus has
been proven to give rise to conditions associated with stress, distress or adverse
psychological impact. The issue of electromagnetic fields (EMFs) has however been
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considered within the EIA Scoping Report which has been submitted to PINs. WPD will
consider the scoping responses of consultees and it will report its conclusions on the issue
within the Environmental Statement, if required to do so.
8.13.5 Safety of local communities during construction and operation
15874

Respondents raised concerns regarding
the safety of local communities in
relation to the construction and
operation of the connection particularly
agricultural workers and horse riders.

The management of all construction sites will be subject to the Construction (Design and
Management) Regulations 2007. This will ensure that measures are in place to ensure
that members of the public and agricultural workers can undertake their business safely
around the construction works.

8.13.6 Impact on quality of life, happiness and wellbeing
15643, Respondents made general comments
15754, on the impact of the connection on their
15380 quality of life, happiness and wellbeing.

Western Power Distribution follows the advice of independent experts and all overhead
lines and underground cables comply with the UK Government’s guidelines set by the
Health Protection Agency (HPA).

8.13.7 Safety of local communities
15386

Respondents raised general concerns
regarding the safety of local
communities.

All WPD apparatus is constructed and operated within the parameters set out by the Health
and Safety Executive and in accordance with our regulatory obligations as a licenced
distribution network operator. The safety of local communities will not be compromised
during the construction or operation of the new connection.

8.13.8 Impact on airstrip take-off and landing zones
16247

Respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on airstrip
take-off and landing zones.

Consultation has been undertaken with all stakeholders relevant to the operation of airports
and there are no identified public airstrips within close proximity to the proposed connection
to be impacted by the overhead line sections of the preferred route alignment. The
presence of the private is noted and consideration will be given to its use and operation
when designing the connection.
Through the consultation process WPD were alerted to the use of fields close to the
Carmarthen Hospital that are used for landing air ambulance or search and rescue
helicopters. This section of the preferred route alignment will be undergrounded to avoid
conflict with these helicopter flight movements.
The police were contacted about the use of the police helicopter but no concerns were
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raised in relation to the operation of the police helicopter.
8.13.9 Safety of agricultural workers or children
16151, Respondents raised concerns regarding
15629 the safety of local communities,
particularly agricultural workers or
children.

All WPD apparatus is constructed and operated within the parameters set out by the Health
and Safety Executive and in accordance with our regulatory obligations as a licenced
distribution network operator. The safety of local communities, agricultural workers and
children will not be compromised during the construction or operation of the new
connection.

8.13.10 Health and safety requirements during construction
15681

Respondents highlight the health and
safety requirements that should be
undertaken during construction.

The management of all construction sites will be subject to the Construction (Design and
Management) Regulations 2007.

8.13.11 More information required on health impacts
15961

Respondents suggest that more
information is required, particularly on
the health impacts of overhead lines.

The proposed scheme is a nationally significant infrastructure project and the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN 1) states at 4.13.1 that, “Energy production has
the potential to impact on the health and well-being of the population. Access to energy is
clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. However, the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.”
WPD is not aware of any instances where the presence of its overhead line apparatus has
been proven to give rise to adverse health conditions but the impact of EMFs will be
addressed in the Environmental Statement.

8.13.12 Electrical conductors detrimental to quality of life
15804

One respondent noted that it has been
proven that electrical conductors are
detrimental to quality of life.

The proposed scheme is a nationally significant infrastructure project and the Overarching
National Policy Statement for Energy (EN 1) states at 4.13.1 that, “Energy production has
the potential to impact on the health and well-being of the population. Access to energy is
clearly beneficial to society and to our health as a whole. However, the production,
distribution and use of energy may have negative impacts on some people’s health.”
WPD is not aware of any instances where the presence of its overhead line apparatus has
been proven to be detrimental to the quality of life but the impact of EMFs will be
addressed in the Environmental Statement.
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8.14 Costs
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.14.1 More information on relative costs of options
16166

Respondents requested more
information on the relative costs of the
various options.

Information on the costs can be found in the Lifetime Costs Report and the Underground
Cable Costs Report.

8.14.2 Too much emphasis on cost in decision making
15830,
15760,
15529,
15873,
16158,
15661

Respondents suggested that there is too
much emphasis on cost in the decision
making process, and that other criteria
should be taken into account, including
environmental and social impact, and
public opinion.

The starting point for the determination of the Development Consent Order (DCO) is the
National Policy Statements (NPS) for energy infrastructure, EN-5 on electricity network
infrastructure. This is the primary consideration in the decision making process for the
Brechfa Forest Connection.

8.14.3 Undergrounding more affordable when lifetime costs considered
16167, Respondents suggested that
15403, undergrounding may be more affordable
15347 when lifetime costs and maintenance
costs are taken into account.

The average cost for building an overhead line would be £150,000 per km and for an
underground cable it would be £986,000 per km. The Lifetime Costs Report, January
2014, confirms that the cost differential would not make it more economical to construct a
route entirely underground.

8.14.4 WPD overestimated undergrounding costs
15502

Respondents suggested that WPD have
overestimated the cost of
undergrounding, referencing other
projects and estimates, the number of
quotes received by WPD and savings
made by the more direct nature of
underground connections.

WPD specifically commissioned an independent survey and report to establish the cost of
undergrounding 132kV cable in the wider Carmarthen area. The Underground Cable
Costs Report examined a range of terrain and ground conditions to present a figure that
was representative of the area.
The costs have not been overestimated and are a true reflection of the circumstances
material to this project.

8.14.5 WPD should pay for all land agents fees
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16187, Respondents request that WPD pay for
15394, all land agent fees in regard to this
15636 project.

WPD will settle the reasonable fees for land agents in accordance with the prescribed fee
scale, which is standard across all projects and works. Further details are set out in the
project leaflet, ‘A guide to land agent’s fees’.

8.15 Planning, principles and project case
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.15.1 Wind farms and connection should have been a combined application
15818,
15720
15638,
15991

Respondents suggested that
development of the wind farms and the
associated connection should have
been subject to one combined planning
application.

WPD notes the comments. National policy does allow for separate applications to be
made. NPS EN1 states at paragraph 4.9.2 that the Government envisages that wherever
possible applications should contain both the power generating development and grid
connection but goes on to state that ‘However this may not always be possible, nor the
best course in terms of delivery of the project in a timely way, as different aspects may
have different lead-in times .....’ It goes on to state that the IPC (now PINs) should satisfy
itself that there are no obvious reasons why the necessary approvals for the other element
are likely to be refused. The fact that the IPC has decided to consent one project should
not in any way fetter its subsequent decisions on any related projects. This consideration
was made by PINs (and the Secretary of State) when consulting Brechfa West.

8.15.2 Impact of wind farms, especially siting of substations
15751

A number of respondents made
comments on the impacts of the wind
farms with particular mention to the
siting of the substations.

WPD is not responsible for the wind farms. The decision-making bodies will have taken
into account the impacts arising from each wind farm when arriving at a decision to
approve or reject. When assessing the impacts, the decision-making bodies will have
given consideration to the likely cumulative effects.

8.15.3 Future land use changes
16254, Four respondents highlight future land
16149 use changes that may or may not end up
in the planning system such as
proposals to extend the Gwili Railway,
enhance and open gardens to the public
and install wind turbines.

WPD has and will continue to liaise with Carmarthenshire County Council (CCC) with
regard to proposed land use allocations and submitted planning applications and will take
into account such proposals when designing the preferred route. The response from the
Gwili Railway Company recognises that the route alignment corridors option do not pass
over its land but request that they be notified should this change. WPD can confirm that it
is not the intention to alter the alignment in this location.
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8.15.4 Connection would set precedent for other infrastructure
15590, Respondents raised concern that the
16203 construction of the connection would
set a precedent for other infrastructure
work to be permitted, or that the
connection would be upgraded at a
future date.

WPD has designed the route to match the capacity of the two wind farms for which it has
offered connection agreements. If constructed to connect the two wind farms there would
be no additional capacity on the line to add in further development. WPD has no intention
of upgrading the line in the future. To do so would require the disconnection of the existing
line with a consequential loss of export (and therefore income) from the wind farms. WPD
presumes that this would not be acceptable to the wind farm operator.

8.15.5 Ofgem fund for undergrounding
15639

Respondents highlighted a fund created
by OFGEM to allow undergrounding of
distribution lines, suggesting that WPD
could claim an allowance for this
purpose, or made comments regarding
the profits of energy companies or
energy policy.

WPD understands that the OFGEM fund is operating to support undergrounding of existing
overhead lines within nationally designated areas such as AONBs national parks. WPD is
legally obliged to provide a connection to any private individual or company that requests it.
The fact that a company may be operating to make a profit it not something that WPD can
take into consideration.

8.15.6 Guidance on overhead lines crossing highways
15551

One respondent highlighted guidance
on overhead lines crossing highways
that is currently being developed.

WPD will follow current guidance relevant to the project and would seek to review the
status of such guidance on a regular basis with consultees.

8.15.7 Have CCC consented the project?
15999

A respondent asked whether CCC have
already consented the Brechfa Forest
Connection.

No application to construct the connection has been made and consequently no consent
granted. As a nationally significant infrastructure project, the decision-maker will be the
Secretary of State and not CCC.

8.15.8 Is project necessary?
16138

One respondent stated their belief that
the wind farms and their connection is
purely to export energy and make
money, asking whether the project is
really necessary.

WPD understands that both UK and Welsh Government policy supports the generation of
electricity by renewable means but this is not a factor for WPD when determining whether
to offer a connection. WPD is legally obligated to provide a connection to any private
individual or company that requests it.
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8.16 Surveys and land access
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.16.1 Lack of communication regarding access to land
15789, Respondents criticised a lack of
16059 communication from WPD regarding
access to land.

WPD is undertaking considerable measures to contact all persons with an interest in land
(PILs,) including land owners, along the preferred route alignment. This has involved
writing letters, holding specific consultation events and making visits in person. Any PILs
or landowner who has not been contacted should contact the Brechfa Forest Connection
Community Relations Team on 0800 019 3518 or write to, Freepost B Forest Connection.

8.16.2 More information on environmental surveys
16031

Respondents requested more
information on environmental surveys
carried out.

Details of the environmental studies carried out and on-going are set out in the
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report that has been submitted to the
Planning Inspectorate and which is available on the project website. Further details are
also available in the preliminary environmental information submitted with the Route
Alignment Selection Report.

8.16.3 WPD will have to apply for compulsory purchase order to use land
15865, Respondents suggested that in order for
15443 them to give permission to WPD to use
their land they will have to apply for a
compulsory purchase order.

Land owners or tenants are entitled to grant WPD access to land through agreement. A
compulsory purchase order is a separate mechanism to enable WPD to obtain legal rights
to erect apparatus on land or to over sail land with overhead wires.

8.16.4 Use LiDAR for surveys
15541

Respondents suggested that LiDAR
should be used as a survey technique.

LiDAR data will be one of several survey data sets that is used in the project5 planning and
assessment of the new connection.

8.16.5 Willingness for work to be carried out on land
15420, Respondents provided details of their
15864, willingness to accept work being carried
15387 out on their land, with some suggesting
that permission will not be granted.

WPD will seek to reach voluntary agreement with all people with an interest in land (PILs,)
which includes land owners and tenants. Where voluntary agreements cannot be reached
with PILs then WPD will exercise powers under the Planning Act 2008 to compulsorily
purchase easements to erect poles on land or to over sail it with overhead wires. In
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addition WPD has powers under the Planning Act 2008 and the Electricity Act 1989 to
access land for the purpose of undertaking surveys.

8.17 Consultation and information
ID

Issue raised

WPD’s response

8.17.1 Validity of consultation
15787,
15363,
15414,
15520

Several respondents questioned the
validity of the consultation if the
decision on the final alignment has
already been made, or if public opinion
is not taken into consideration.

As part of Stage 2 Consultation, WPD held 13 events throughout the area for both
landowners and members of the public to attend. These consultation events were an
opportunity for landowners and members of the public to meet the project team, view
project materials and maps and ask questions about the project. Those attending events
were given feedback forms on which they could record their comments on the route
alignment options we proposed.
We used all relevant responses received to help select our preferred route alignment,
alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information.
When we submit our application for a development consent order to the Planning
Inspectorate we must be able to demonstrate that we have taken account of the feedback
provided by the various consultees, including the public, throughout all stages of
consultation. This will be documented in our Consultation Report, which will accompany
our DCO application. If the Planning Inspectorate does not believe that we have given
sufficient weight to the feedback received in making our decisions they could refuse our
application.

8.17.2 Event venues inaccessible
15836,
15437

Several respondents challenged the
decision to locate the event venues at
venues inaccessible or far from
interested communities.

As part of Stage 2 Consultation WPD arranged events at four locations, these being
Llandyfaelog, Carmarthen, Brechfa and Maesycrugiau. These locations were selected to
give a geographic spread across the route corridors and also because they had suitable
venues available to host public exhibitions. We looked at holding events in other villages
within the route corridors but we did not believe that there were suitable venues with
enough space inside to accommodate our events.
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For the next stage of consultation, WPD will review the suitability of venues available to
hold public consultation events.
8.17.3 Consultation not publicised widely enough
16072

One respondent suggested that
consultation was not publicised widely
enough and that consultation materials
were not freely available.

Prior to the start of this stage of consultation WPD wrote to every household and business
within 3km of the alignment options, a total of over 11,500 properties, to let them know that
consultation would be starting soon. At the start of consultation, WPD sent a leaflet to the
same 11,500 properties inviting residents to attend one of our events.
WPD also advertised the consultation in the Carmarthen Journal and on community
noticeboards throughout the area. The details of this advertising can be found in Appendix
F.
In addition to holding the public events WPD also provided inspection copies of all project
and consultation documents at seven key locations throughout the alignment corridors.
Information on these locations was available on the project website, in the Consultation
Strategy and is detailed in Appendix G of this report.
All project and consultation documents were also available to view and download from the
project website.

8.17.4 Concerns not captured at events
15784

One respondent criticised the events
for not capturing the concerns raised.

The 13 consultation events held were an opportunity for landowners and members of the
public to meet the project team, view project materials and maps and ask questions about
the project. Those who attended events were given feedback forms and asked to record
their comments and views in writing to ensure that their comments and concerns on the
route alignment options were recorded accurately.

8.17.5 Information provided was inaccurate or inconsistent
16032

Some respondents suggested that
information provided by WPD was
inaccurate or inconsistent.

WPD believes that all information provided throughout this stage of consultation, both in
writing and verbally, has been consistent and as accurate as possible. Where the baseline
data has come from an external source, WPD cannot take responsibility for the detailed
accuracy of that information.
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8.17.6 Consideration for respondents views in the decision making process
15842,
15733,
15503,
15625,
15997,
16202

Several respondents asked that due
consideration is given to views of
respondents in the decision making
process as some respondents consider
themselves to be powerless in the
process with no choice in the matter.

WPD will give due consideration to all responses that are received at each stage of the
consultation process. WPD will publish a detailed Consultation Report which will
accompany the DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate and will set out all of the
comments received and how those comments have influenced WPD’s decisions.

8.17.7 Insufficient time to respond
16168

Some respondents suggested that
there was not enough time to respond
to the consultation, suggesting it
coincided with the busiest period for
agriculture.

Stage 2 Consultation was carried out over an eight week period between Monday, 17
February 2014 and Friday, 11 April 2014. This is twice the minimum period required for
consultation as detailed in the Planning Act 2008. WPD believes that all stakeholders were
provided with sufficient time to respond to consultation.
WPD recognises that February, March and April are a busy period for agriculture and by
holding events which ran into the evenings and on Saturdays, WPD believes that it has
provided sufficient opportunity for those involved in agriculture to attend events and provide
a response to consultation.

8.17.8 Project timescale
16055

One respondent questioned why the
consultation is being carried out to a
tight timescale, suggesting that the
project should not be dependent upon
it.

WPD has an overall programme it is working to and this provides sufficient time for each
stage of consultation. Stage 2 Consultation was carried out over an eight week period
which is twice the minimum period required for consultation as detailed in the Planning Act
2008.
WPD believes that all stakeholders were provided with sufficient time to respond to
consultation and does not believe that the timescale is tight.

8.17.9 Alignment mock-ups not available at events
15447

One respondent criticised the events
for not displaying mock-ups of the
possible alignments.

The purpose of Stage 2 Consultation was to seek comments and feedback on the
alignment options within the preferred route corridor. Once a preferred alignment has been
selected WPD will carry out further environmental and engineering surveys of that
alignment to determine where the connection will go. Until this work has been done, WPD
cannot produce mock-ups of possible alignments as any mock-up produced ahead of this
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could be misleading and not representative of the final proposal.
8.17.10 Challenge to map accuracy, terminology and deposit copy locations
15421,
15876

Several respondents challenged the
information provided by WPD during
the consultation, particularly the
accuracy of the maps used, misleading
terminology and the locations for
deposit copies.

WPD believes that all information provided throughout this stage of consultation has been
as accurate as possible. Where the baseline data has come from an external source,
WPD cannot take responsibility for the detailed accuracy of that information.
WPD has made every effort to prepare documentation that is both easy to read and
understand and all technical documents were supported by a non-technical summary
version.
The locations for deposit copies were determined by identifying all available venues within
the preferred route corridors and requesting the permission of the owner to leave a set of
inspection copy documents on the premises. If there are other venues that respondents
believe would be better suited WPD will consider them for the third stage of consultation.

8.17.11 Additional consultees to include
15398

Several respondents provided
individuals or organisations that WPD
should consult with at future stages.

WPD is grateful to the respondents for providing additional contact details and where
appropriate these individuals or organisations will be contacted as the project moves
forward.
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9

Conclusions and next steps

9.1

Summary

9.1.1

The second of the three-stage consultation process was held over an eight-week
period from 17 February 2014 to 11 April 2014. WPD invited over 250 landowners
and 11,700 households and businesses to take part in the consultation. WPD
briefed Members of Parliament, Regional Assembly Members, ward councillors
and statutory consultees on the project. WPD also delivered a series of eight
public exhibition events as well as five specific events for landowners and PILs.
The consultation was widely advertised and all the relevant project information
was available on the project website in conjunction with a dedicated project email
and freephone service available to respond to any enquiries.

9.1.2

The aim of Stage 2 Consultation was to seek feedback and comments on the
identified alignment options within the preferred corridors from statutory
consultees, affected residents, the public, businesses, community groups,
landowners and PILs. We also presented early stage Preliminary Environmental
Information gathered by RSK which was provided to statutory consultees for
feedback and comment.

9.1.3

Alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information, the
comments and feedback received helped to influence the decision as to which
route alignment was selected to connect the wind farms.

9.1.4

A total of 273 responses were received during this second stage of consultation of
which 209 were from members of the public, 22 from statutory consultees and the
remaining 42 coming from MPs, AMs, community councils and other
organisations.

9.1.5

All responses received were logged onto a database and systematically analysed
to enable WPD to take account of all relevant responses during the decision
making process.

9.1.6

In summary, the responses raising concerns focused on the visual impact that
overhead lines would have on the landscape and view points, and the effect that
would have on tourism in the area. Many responses also expressed a preference
for placing some or all of the connection underground.
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9.1.7

The main themes raised by respondents were:


Opposition to overhead lines and a preference for the whole route to be placed
underground so as to minimise landscape and visual impact



Too much emphasis being put on the cost of undergrounding by WPD and the
preservation of the landscape and views should be more important than cost



A fear that wood poles would be upgraded to steel pylons at some point in the
future



Conflict with the Holford Rules, in particular, rules 4 and 6



Presence of a landing site for Wales Air Ambulance



Concern over the visual impact of overhead lines on the landscape, especially
across the Towy Valley, the Cothi Valley Special Landscape Area and near to
footpaths



Concern over the cumulative impact of overhead lines in areas where there is
already energy infrastructure, such as wind farms



Concern over the health effects of overhead lines



The applications to build wind farms and the electricity connection should be
considered at same time.

9.1.8

WPD has taken into account all the relevant information gathered during Stage 2
Consultation and will be taking forward the following route alignment to connect
the proposed wind farms to the electricity network:


Section A - A1, A3, A4 and A6



Section B



Section C - C1, C2, C4 and C6



Section D - D1 and D3



Section E - E1, E2, E4, E5, E6 and E8
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9.2

The preferred route alignment is shown on the map below.
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9.3

Next steps

9.3.1

Following the identification of the preferred route alignment, WPD’s engineers and
environmental consultants have been working to identify where they might put an
overhead power line within the selected route alignment.

9.3.2

Stage 3 Consultation will be statutory consultation and will run for five-weeks
during autumn 2014. The consultation will be on the detailed scheme design
including identified route alignment or alignments to connect the wind farms, any
other associated work required and the draft Environmental Statement. This will
be carried out in accordance with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008, as
defined by Sections 42 and 47 of the Act, in autumn 2014.

9.3.3

The third stage of consultation will be focused on engaging the public, local
communities, landowners and PILs, statutory consultees and elected
representatives to have their say on the final route alignment.

9.3.4

During the consultation period, we will:


Seek information and views on the specific environmental impacts of the
proposal



Seek information and views on the impact to human activities of the proposal



Seek specific views on the scheme design.

9.3.5

If this period of statutory consultation results in changes to the proposals which are
significantly different, further consultation on these changes may be required
before a DCO application is submitted.

9.4

Preparation of the Statement of Community Consultation

9.4.1

Before Stage 3 Consultation can start, a Statement of Community Consultation
(SoCC) will be prepared which will provide a detailed account of proposed
consultation, in accordance with the Planning Act 2008.

9.4.2

Publication of the SoCC will be advertised in the local and regional press and
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made available for the public to access via the project website:
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest
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10

Appendices

Appendix A – Terminology
Amenity

A positive element or elements that contribute to the
overall character or enjoyment of an area. For example,
open land, trees, historic buildings and the interrelationship between them, or less tangible factors such
as tranquillity.

Ancient woodland

Woodland that has existed continuously since at least
AD 1600.

Area of search

A broad area within which sites are sought for
development, for example, for housing, mineral
extraction, or renewable energy.

Biodiversity

The variety of life forms, the different plants, animals and
microorganisms, the genes they contain and the ecosystems they form.

Cable

Underground cables.

CC

Community Council.

CCC

Carmarthenshire County Council.

Conductor

Overhead wires suspended from wood poles or towers
(pylons).

Constraint

An influence on design and siting of transmission
infrastructure.

Construction phase

The period during which the building or assembling of
infrastructure is undertaken.

Consultation Report

The Consultation Report is a report giving details of:
What has been done in compliance with sections 42, 47
and 48 in relation to a proposed application that has
become the application
Any relevant responses
The account taken of any relevant responses.
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Interim Consultation Report

An Interim Consultation Report forms the first part of the
analysis of the consultation responses during Stage 1
Consultation. It provides a summary of the relevant
responses and explains how the feedback received
during Stage 1 Consultation is fed into the decision
making process and the methods used to review the
connection options.

Consultation Strategy

The Consultation Strategy is based upon principles of
the Planning Act 2008 for Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIPs and current Government
guidance, and will involve local authorities, communities
and statutory consultees early in the project proposal
development to bring about benefits for all parties.

Consultation zone

Zone extends approximately 1 km either side of the
broad overhead line route corridor and approximately 1
km around the broad substation locations.

Cumulative impact

Impacts that result from incremental changes caused by
other past, present or reasonably foreseeable actions,
together with the project.
A cumulative impact may arise as the result of: a) the
combined impact of a number of different environmental
topic-specific impacts from a single environmental
impact assessment project on a single receptor/
resource; and b) the combined impact of a number of
different projects within the vicinity (in combination with
the environmental impact assessment project) on a
single receptor/resource.

DCLG

Department for Communities and Local Government:
works to move decision-making power from central
government to local councils.

DCO

Development Consent Order: The permission required
under the Planning Act 2008 to build the connection.

Decommissioning

The period during which a development and its
associated processes are removed from active
operation.

Designated area

Area designated and protected by national or
international law for its landscape, biodiversity, or
historic interest.
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Desktop studies

Studies undertaken to gather and analyse existing data
from public domain, scientific and commercial
databases, and available project sources.

DNO

[electricity] Distribution Network Operator.

Elected representatives

Members of Parliament, Welsh Assembly Members
including Regional members and county councillors.

EMC

Electromagnetic Compatibility: The study of the
interaction between the generated electric, magnetic and
electro-magnetic field on other equipment.

EMF

Electric and Magnetic Fields (EMFs).
Electric Field: A measure of the force experienced by a
static electric charge in the presence of the other electric
charges.
Magnetic Field: A measure of the force experienced by a
moving electric charge, due to the motion of other
charges.

Enhancement

A measure that is over and above what is required by
law to mitigate the adverse effects of a project.

Environmental assessment

A method and a process by which information about
environmental effects is collected, assessed and used to
inform decision-making. Assessment processes include
Strategic Environmental Assessment, Assessment of
Implications on European Sites and Environmental
Impact Assessment.

Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA)

A statutory process by which certain planned projects
must be assessed before a formal decision to proceed
can be made. Involves the collection and consideration
of environmental information, which fulfils the
assessment requirements of Directive 85/337/EEC (as
amended), including the publication of an Environmental
Statement.

Environmental information

The information that must be taken into account by the
decision maker (the Competent Authority) before
granting any kind of authorisation in any case where the
EIA process applies. It includes the Environmental
Statement, including any further information, any
representations made by any body required by the
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Regulations to be invited to make representations, and
any representations duly made by any other person
about the environmental effects of the development.
Environmental Management
Plan

A structured plan that outlines the mitigation, monitoring
and management requirements arising from an
Environmental Impact Assessment.

Environmental Statement (ES)

A document produced in accordance with the EIA
Directive as transposed into UK law by the EIA
Regulations.

Estuary

Downstream part of a river where it widens to enter the
sea.

European site

Sites which make up the European ecological network
(also known as Natura 2000 sites). These include: Sites
of Community Importance (SCIs); Special Protection
Areas (SPAs) and potential SPAs (pSPAs); Special
Areas of Conservation (SACs) and candidate or possible
SACs (cSACs or pSACs); and Ramsar sites.

Evaluation

The determination of the significance of effects.
Evaluation involves making judgements as to the value
of the receptor/resource that is being affected and the
consequences of the effect on the receptor/resource
based on the magnitude of the impact.

Feedback analysis

For NSIPs developers have a duty to take into account
all the feedback received during a consultation process
and then analyse the responses at the pre-application
stage. The responses must be summarised in a
Consultation Report also explaining how the developer
has had regard to consultation responses.

Flood plain

Generally low-lying areas adjacent to a watercourse,
tidal lengths of a river or the sea, where water flows in
times of flood or would flow but for the presence of flood
defences.

Flood risk assessment

GSP

An assessment of the likelihood of flooding in a
particular area so that development needs and mitigation
measures can be carefully considered.
Grid supply point (e.g. 132kV substation).

GT

Grid transformer.
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Habitat Survey

Recognised methodology used for collating information
on the habitat structure of a particular site.

Impact

Change that is caused by an action; for example, land
clearing (action) during construction which results in
habitat loss (impact).

Invertebrates

Animals without backbones.

km

Kilometres (1,000 metres).

kV

Kilovolt (1,000 volts).

Listed building

A ‘listed building’ is a building, object or structure that
has been judged to be of national importance in terms of
architectural or historic interest and is included on a list
approved by the Secretary of State under the Planning
(Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas) Act 1990
(known as the “Statutory List of Buildings of Special
Architectural or Historic Interest”).

LNR

Local Nature Reserve.

Local Planning Authority (LPA)

A local authority or council that is empowered by law to
exercise planning functions for a particular area of the
United Kingdom (often the local borough or district
council).

Mitigation

Measures intended to avoid, reduce and compensate for
adverse environmental effects.

Monitoring

A continuing assessment of the performance of the
project, including mitigation measures. This determines if
effects occur as predicted or if operations remain within
acceptable limits, and if mitigation measures are as
effective as predicted.

MVA

Megavolt amperes (a measurement of apparent power).

MW

Megawatts (a measurement of power).

National park

National parks are designated by Natural England,
subject to confirmation by the Secretary of State under
the National Parks and Access to the Countryside Act
1949. The statutory purposes of national parks are to
conserve and enhance their natural beauty, wildlife and
cultural heritage and to promote opportunities for public
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understanding and enjoyment of their special qualities.
Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP)

Large projects that support the economy and vital public
services, including railways, large wind farms, power
stations, reservoirs, harbours, airports and sewage
treatment works, as defined in the Planning Act 2008.

Need case

Document setting out the background requirements and
need for extensions to WPD’s electricity transmission
system in response to connection applications to ensure
that WPD complies with its licence standards.

NFU

National Farmers’ Union.

Non-statutory consultees

Organisations and bodies who are consulted on relevant
planning applications.

Non-technical summary

Information for the non-specialist reader to enable them
to understand the main predicted environmental effects
of the proposal without reference to the main
Environmental Statement.

NPS

National Policy Statements (NPSs) are produced by
Government. They give reasons for the policy set out in
the statement, and must include an explanation of how
the policy takes account of Government policy relating to
the mitigation of, and adaptation to, climate change.
They include the Government’s objectives for the
development of nationally significant infrastructure in a
particular sector and state:
 How this will contribute to sustainable
development
 How these objectives have been integrated with
other Government policies
 How actual and projected capacity and demand
have been taken into account
 Consider relevant issues in relation to safety or
technology
 Circumstances where it would be particularly
important to address the adverse impacts of
development
 Specific locations, where appropriate, in order to
provide a clear framework for investment and
planning decisions.
They also include any other policies or circumstances
164

Second Interim Consultation Report

that Ministers consider should be taken into account in
decisions on infrastructure development.
NPSs undergo a democratic process of public
consultation and parliamentary scrutiny, before being
designated (i.e. published). They provide the framework
within which Inspectors make their recommendations to
the Secretary of State.
Ofgem

The Office of the Gas and Electricity Markets: The
regulator for Britain’s gas and electricity industries, its
role is to promote choice and value for customers.

Operation

The functioning of a project on completion of
construction.

PEI

Preliminary Environmental Information (PEI) is an
Environmental Impact Assessment, including screening,
scoping and preliminary environmental information
relating to the project.

PILS

Persons with an Interest in the Land (PILS) are people
who own, occupy or have another interest in the land
potentially affected by a development, or who could be
affected by a project in such a way that they may be able
to make a claim for compensation.

Planning Inspectorate (PINS)

The Planning Act 2008 (as amended by the Localism Act
2011) covers the planning application and consent
process for nationally significant infrastructure projects
(NSIPs), which includes power stations and power lines
of 132,000 volts and above.
On 1 April 2012, under the Localism Act 2011, PINS
became the agency responsible for operating the
planning process for NSIPs.
Any developer wishing to construct an NSIP is required
to apply for consent to do so. For such projects, PINS
examines the application and will make a
recommendation to the relevant Secretary of State, who
will make the decision on whether to grant or refuse
development consent.

Planning Policy Statement
(PPS)

Planning Policy Statement: These set out the
Government’s national policies on different aspects of
land use planning and explain statutory provisions.
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Local planning authorities must take their content into
account in preparing their development plans and the
guidance may also be material to decisions on individual
planning applications and appeals. They are issued by
the Government following public consultation.
Pollution

Any increase of matter or energy to a level that is
harmful to living organisms of their environment (when it
becomes a pollutant).

PPA

Planning Performance Agreement (PPA) is an
agreement between a planning authority and a
developer that sets out the process and issues to evolve
and determine a major planning proposal.

Preferred option

The chosen design option that most successfully
achieves the project objectives and becomes subject to
further design and assessment.

Programme

A series of steps that have been identified by the
applicant, or series of projects that are linked by
dependency.

Project objectives

The objectives of the project set out by the applicant.

Proposed scheme

Also known as ‘proposed development’ - a plan or
project which the applicant or promoter seeks to
implement.

Public Right of Way (PRoW)

A public right of way is a highway over which the public
have a right of access along the route, often used for
footpaths and bridleways.

Pylon

Power line supports, also referred to as towers.

RCS

Route Corridor Study: An appraisal of the high level
planning and environmental constraints to identify
potential route corridor options within a defined study
area.

Receptor

A defined individual environmental feature usually
associated with population, fauna and flora with the
potential to be affected by a project.

RES

Renewable Energy Systems Ltd (wind farm developer).

Resource

A defined but generally collective environmental feature
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usually associated with soil, water, air, climatic factors,
landscape, and material assets, including the
architectural and archaeological heritage that has
potential to be affected by a project.
RWE

Renewable Energy Systems Ltd (wind farm developer).

SAGE

Stakeholder Advisory Group on EMFs.

Semi-natural

A habitat, ecosystem, vegetation type or landscape
which has been modified by human activity but which
consists largely of native species and appears to have
similar structure and functioning to a natural type.

Significance of effect

A measure of the importance or gravity of the
environmental effect.

Significant environmental effect

An effect which is considered material to the decisionmaking process.

SM

Scheduled Monument: A scheduled monument is a
'nationally important' archaeological site or historic
building, given protection against unauthorised change.

SoCC

Statement of Community Consultation (SOCC): As
required by Section 47(2) of the Planning Act 2008.
Before we formally consult the public under the Planning
Act 2008, we set out how we will do so in a Statement of
Community Consultation (SOCC). We consult with local
authorities when we draft the SOCC so that they can
comment on how, when and with whom we consult on
projects to ensure that local concerns are addressed.

SOR

Strategic Optioneering Report (SOR).
The SOR addresses:
 An analysis of the technical options
 An overview of the technical options appraisal
approach
 An assessment of each option taking into account
technical, environmental and financial issues
 A summary and identification of the preliminary
preferred technical option.

SP Manweb

Scottish Power Manweb (DNO for North Wales).

SPA

Special Protection Area.
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SAC

Special Area of Conservation (SAC) is an international
designation implemented under the Habitats Regulations
for the protection of habitats and (non-bird) species.

Special Protection Area

Sites designated under EU Directive (79/409/EEC) for
the conservation of wild birds.

SSSI

Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs):
The main national conservation site protection measure
in Britain designated under the Wildlife and Countryside
Act 1981.

Stakeholder

An organisation or individual who we believe may have a
particular interest in the project.

Statement of Common Ground

A Statement of Common Ground is prepared jointly with
the affected local authority to state clearly the areas of
agreement and difference in relation to the proposals.

Statutory consultees

Organisations that the developer is required to consult
by virtue of the EIA Regulations.

Study area

The spatial area within which environmental effects are
assessed (i.e. extending a distance from the project
footprint in which significant environmental effects are
anticipated to occur).

Substation

Electricity generated at power stations is fed into the
national grid system through associated substations.
They control the flow of power through the system by
means of transformers and switchgear, with facilities for
control, fault protection and communications.

TAN 8

Welsh Government Technical Advice Note (TAN) 8:
Planning for Renewable Energy (2005) provides advice
on:
 Renewable energy and planning
 Onshore renewable energy technologies
 Design and energy
 Implications for development plans
 Development control monitoring.

Tee point

The point at which two electrical routes connect
together.

Towers

Steel lattice towers are constructions often called pylons,
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which support overhead wires.
Undergrounding

Undergrounding involves laying electricity cables in a
trench in the ground. The trench generally needs to be
1.5m wide at ground level and 1.5m deep. The total
working area will be 16m wide.

Visual amenity

The value of a particular view or area in terms of what is
seen.

Wildlife corridor

Linear habitats/landscape features such as hedgerows
that may increase connectivity for wildlife by acting as
routes between habitat patches.

Wooden poles

Wooden poles are used to support an overhead
electricity connection.

WPD

Western Power Distribution
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Appendix B – Consultees listed in the Consultation
Strategy
B1

B2

B3

B4

Members of Parliament


Mr Jonathan Edwards



Mr Simon Hart



Mrs Nia Griffith

Assembly Members


Mr Rhodri Thomas



Mrs Angela Burns



Mr Keith Davies

Regional Assembly Members


Ms Rebecca Evans



Mr Simon Thomas



Mr Bill Powell



Mrs Joyce Watson

Local authority members


Cllr William Tyssul Evans

Llangyndeyrn



Cllr Linda Davies Evans

Llanfihangel-Ar-Arth



Cllr Eirwyn Williams

Cynwyl Gaeo



Cllr John Mansel Charles

Llanegwad



Cllr Alun Lenny

Carmarthen Town South



Cllr Jeffrey Thomas

Carmarthen Town South
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B5



Cllr Elwyn Williams

Llangunnor



Cllr Peter Hughes Griffiths

Carmarthen Town North



Cllr Gareth Owen Jones

Carmarthen Town North



Cllr Joseph Arthur Davies

Manordeilo and Salem



Cllr Pamela Ann Palmer

Abergwili



Cllr Henry Irfon Jones

Cynwyl Elfed



Cllr David Davies

Llansteffan



Cllr Lydia Mair Stephens

St. Ishmael



Cllr George Nicholas Roystan Edwards

Hengoed



Cllr Sian Mair Caiach

Hengoed



Cllr John David James

Burry Port



Cllr Patricia Ethel Mary Jones

Burry Port

Local authority planning department


B6

Carmarthenshire County Council Planning Services

Community councils


Abergwili Community Council



Bronwydd Community Council



Carmarthen Community Council



Llandyfaelog Community Council



Llanegwad Community Council



Llanelli Rural Council



Llanfihangel Rhos-y-Corn Community Council
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B7



Llanfihangel-ar-Arth Community Council



Llanfynydd Community Council



Llangain Community Council



Llangunnwr Community Council



Llangyndeyrn Community Council



Llanllawddog Community Council



Llanllwni Community Council



Llanpumsaint Community Council



Llansawel Community Council



Pembrey and Burry Port Town Council



Talley Community Council

Statutory consultees


Air Ambulance Wales



Areas Of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB) Conservation Boards



Arriva Trains Wales



Brecon Beacons National Park Authority



CADW



Campaign for the Protection of Rural Wales



Carmarthenshire County Council - highways



Carmarthenshire County Council - officers



Carmarthenshire Rivers Trust



Development Control Officer Ceredigion County Council
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Development Management Pembrokeshire Coast National Park Authority



Dyfed Archaeological Trust



Dyfed Powys Local Resilience Forum



Dyfed Powys Police



Electricity generators with compulsory purchase order (CPO) powers



First Great Western



GTC Independent Distribution Network Operators (Independent Distribution
Network Operator)



Head of Planning City & County of Swansea



Head of Planning Pembrokeshire County Council



Hywel Dda Health Board



Mid and West Wales Fire and Rescue Service



Ministry of Defence



National Grid Electricity Transmission plc



National Grid Gas



National Trust



Natural Resources Wales



Network Rail



North Team Leader Neath Port Talbot County Borough Council



Public Gas Transporter



Public Health England



RAF Search and Rescue
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Red Kite Trust



Royal Commission on Ancient and Historical Monuments of Wales



Royal Society for the Protection of Birds



Scottish and Southern (IDNO)



South West Wales Integrated Transport Consortium (SWWITCH)



Specialist Services Manager Powys County Council



Telecoms (mobile providers)



The British Waterways Board



The Carmarthenshire Bird Club



The Civil Aviation Authority



The Coal Authority



The Commission for Sustainable Development



The Crown Estate Commissioners



The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory Committee



The Equality and Human Rights Commission



The Gas and Electricity Markets Authority



The Health and Safety Executive



The Highways Agency



The Maritime and Coastguard Agency



The Met Office



The Office of Rail Regulation and approved operators
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B8



The Rail Passengers Council



The Water Services Regulation Authority



The Wildlife Trust of South and West Wales



Velindre NHS Trust



Welsh Ambulance Service



Welsh Government – Ministers



Welsh Government - officers



Welsh Language Commissioner



Welsh Water

Local amenity user groups, interest groups and campaign groups


Abergwili Angling Club



Bike Brechfa



Bonkas 4x4 Wales



Brechfa Forest Energy Action Group (BFEAG)



Brechfa Forest Tourism Cluster Group



Carmarthen Amateur Angling Association



Carmarthen and District Angling Club



Carmarthen and District Ramblers



Carmarthen Coracle & Netsmen's Association



Carmarthenshire Riders Group



Central and North Carmarthenshire Tourism Clusters



Clwb Godre’r Mynydd Du Shooting and Fishing Club
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Cog Nation



Country Guardian



Crosshands and District Angling Association



Dinefwr Ramblers' Group



European Platform Against Windfarms



Friends of Llanllwni Mountain



Grwp Blaengwen



Gwaun Cae Gurwen Angling Association



Gwendraeth Valley Paddlers



Hawk Adventures, Llanarthney



Hills Farm Stables, Carmarthen



Llandeilo Angling Association



Llanelli Ramblers



Mynydd Llansadwrn Action Group (MLAG)



National Opposition to Windfarms (NOW)



Ramblers Cymru



British Horse Society Cymru



Towy Valley Riding Club



Towy Fishing Nantgaredig
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Appendix C – Details of meetings and briefings
C1

Monday 20 January 2014
Briefing delivered to Rebecca Evans RAM at Cardiff Bay.

C2

Thursday 30 January 2014
Briefing delivered to Carmarthenshire County Council officers and representatives
from Natural Resources Wales in Carmarthen.

C3

Monday 10 February 2014
Briefing delivered to Jonathan Edwards MP.

C4

Monday 10 February 2014
Briefing delivered to Carmarthenshire County Council Leadership Group to discuss
the alignment options within preferred route corridors ahead of Stage 2
Consultation:
Attendees were:

C5



Pam Palmer, Deputy Leader



Peter Hughes Griffiths, Leader of Plaid Cymru Group



Eifion Bowen (Head of Planning).

Monday 10 February 2014
Briefing delivered to affected Carmarthenshire County Council ward members to
discuss the alignment options within preferred route corridor(s) ahead of Stage 2
consultation. Attendees were:


Cllr Elwyn Williams



Cllr Charles Mansel
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C6



Cllr Tyssul Evans



Eifion Bowen (Head of Planning).

Wednesday 12 February 2014
Briefing delivered FUW Wales County Executive Officer, David Waters.

C7

Friday 21 February 2014
Briefing delivered to:


Ron Loveland - Energy Advisor to the Welsh Government



Wendy Boddington - Head of Sustainable Energy & Industry Group at Cathays
Park.

C8

Wednesday 5 March 2014
Workshop for statutory consultees at the Ivy Bush, Carmarthen

C9

Monday 7 April 2014
Briefing delivered to Simon Hart MP in Westminster.

178

Second Interim Consultation Report

Appendix D – The details of specific landowner
exhibition events:
Date

Time

Venue

Monday 24 February 2014

3pm to 8pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY

Tuesday 25 February 2014

3pm to 8pm

Carmarthen Quins Rugby Club
Morfa Lane
Carmarthen
SA31 3AX

Tuesday 4 March 2014

2pm to 6.30pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Wednesday 5 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Saturday 8 March 2014

10am to 4pm

The Ivy Bush Hotel
Spilman Street
Carmarthen
SA31 1LG
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Appendix E – The details of the public exhibition
events:
Date

Time

Venue

Thursday 6 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Wednesday 12 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY

Thursday 13 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Thursday 20 March 2014

St Peter’s Civic Hall

3pm to 8pm

1 Nott Square
Carmarthen
SA31 1PG
Friday 21 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Llandyfaelog Community Hall
Llandyfaelog
SA17 5PA

Saturday 22 March 2014

10am to 4pm

Brechfa Village Hall
Brechfa
SA32 7QY
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Wednesday 26 March 2014

3pm to 8pm

Waunifor Centre
Maesycrugiau
Near Pencader
SA39 9LX

Saturday 29 March 2014

10am to 3pm

The Ivy Bush Hotel
Spilman Street
Carmarthen
SA31 1LG
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Appendix F – Advertising and publicity for Stage 2
Consultation
F1

Advertising poster published in the Carmarthen Journal and used on
community noticeboards
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F2

Invitation leaflet sent to properties within 3km of the route alignment options
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Appendix G – Locations for inspection copies
Inspection copies of project documents were available to view at the following
locations:
G1

Carmarthenshire County Council Offices
Carmarthenshire County Council, 3 Spilman Street, Carmarthen SA31 1LQ
(Opening hours: Monday to Thursday 8.45am to 5.00pm, Friday 8.45am to 4.30pm)

G2

Carmarthen Library
St Peters Street, Carmarthen SA31 1LN
(Opening hours: Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday and Friday: 9.30am to 7.00pm,
Thursday and Saturday: 9.30am to 5.00pm)

G3

Penbontbren Stores
Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire SA33 6BZ
(Opening hours: Monday to Saturday 8.00am to 8.00pm, Sunday 9.00am to
1.00pm)

G4

Gwalia Garage
Peniel Road, Llanllawddog, Carmarthenshire SA32 7DR
(Opening hours: Monday to Sunday 7am to 8pm)

G5

Brechfa Community Shop
Brechfa, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire SA32 7QY
(Opening hours: Monday and Thursday 9.00am to 1.00pm, Tuesday and Saturday
9.00am to 12.00pm)
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G6

Premier Stores, Pencader
Y Bryn, Pencader, Carmarthenshire SA39 9HA
(Opening hours: Monday to Saturday 6.30am to 10pm, Sunday 7.30am to 10pm)

G7

Peniel Community School
Peniel, Carmarthen SA32 7AB
(Opening hours: Monday to Friday 9.00am to 3.00pm).
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Appendix H – Stakeholder and public correspondence
sent during Stage 2 Consultation
Letter
reference

Recipient

Context

Date sent

BFC/AH/041

All residential properties and
businesses within the
consultation zone

Introduction to Stage 2
Consultation

29/01/2014

BFC/AH/042

Pembrey & Burry Port Town
Council and Llanelli Rural
Council

Offer of briefing for Stage 2
Consultation

10/02/2014

BFC/AH/044

Landowners

Advising dates for
Landowner events

13/02/2014

BFC/AH/045

Statutory Consultees, Ward
Councillors, MPs, AMs &
RAMs and Community
Council Clerks

Letter accompanying Stage
2 Consultation Invitation
Leaflet

13/02/2014

BFC/AH/048

Statutory Consultees

Requesting completed
reply slip and consultation
feedback

21/02/2014

BFC/AH/049

Additional Landowners
identified

Advising dates for
Landowner events

21/02/2014

BFC/AH/051

Planning Inspectorate

Advising start of Stage 2
Consultation with document
disc, leaflet and feedback
form

28/02/2014

BFC/AH/056

People responding to Stage
2 Consultation

Acknowledgement of hard
copy consultation
responses

Various
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FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

30 January 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/041

Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on alignment options

I am writing to let you know about the start of our Stage 2 Consultation because you may
potentially be affected by one of the routes we have identified.
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, which were publicly announced on
10 January 2014, our engineers and environmental consultants have been working to
determine where they might put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within
these corridors. The identification of these alignments is now complete.
Our consultation on the alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will
run for eight weeks. During the consultation we will be asking local communities, statutory
consultees, elected representatives, local amenity user groups, landowners and people with
an interest in the land to have their say on these alignment options for the proposed
132,000 volt line.
We will invite all those potentially affected by the alignments to a series of open events at
various venues between Brechfa Forest and Llandyfaelog. At these events, we will focus
on seeking feedback and comments on the identified alignment options within the preferred
route corridors. We will write to you again with further details of the alignments and
information on the open events at the start of consultation on 17 February 2014.
We will publicise the consultation widely through local newspapers and we will be placing
posters on community noticeboards and depositing copies of the relevant project
documents at various public venues along the preferred corridors. The consultation
information will also be available and downloadable on the project website
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Cont.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

If you have any questions relating the project, please contact us by phoning our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

30 Ionawr 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/041
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Ail Gam yr Ymgynghoriad ynglŷn â llinelliadau
posibl
Gan ei bod hi’n bosib y gallech chi gael eich effeithio gan un o’r llwybrau a ddynodwyd
gennym, ysgrifennaf atoch i’ch hysbysu bod Ail Gam ein Hymgynghoriad ar fin dechrau.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir mewn datganiad cyhoeddus ar 10 Ionawr 2014, mae ein
peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi bod yn ystyried lle gallant osod llinell
bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn llinelliad, o fewn y coridorau hyn. Mae’r gwaith o ddynodi’r
llinelliadau hyn wedi’i gwblhau yn awr.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror
2014, a bydd yn para am wyth wythnos. Yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad, byddwn yn gofyn i
gymunedau lleol, cynghorau cymuned, ymgynghoreion statudol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig,
grwpiau defnyddwyr mwynderau lleol, tirfeddianwyr a phobl sydd â diddordeb yn y tir, ddod i
fynegi eu barn ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl hyn ar gyfer y llinell 132,000 folt arfaethedig.
Byddwn yn gwahodd pawb a allai gael eu heffeithio gan y llinelliadau i gyfres o
ddigwyddiadau agored mewn amrywiol leoliadau rhwng Coedwig Brechfa a Llandyfaelog.
Yn y digwyddiadau hyn, byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar gael adborth a sylwadau ynglŷn â’r
llinelliadau posibl a ddynodwyd o fewn y coridorau a ffafrir. Byddwn yn ysgrifennu atoch eto
gyda mwy o fanylion ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau ynghyd â gwybodaeth am y digwyddiadau
agored pan fydd yr ymgynghoriad yn dechrau ar 17 Chwefror 2014.
Byddwn yn hysbysebu’r ymgynghoriad yn helaeth yn y papurau newydd lleol a byddwn yn
gosod posteri ar hysbysfyrddau cymunedol ac yn gadael copïau o ddogfennau perthnasol y
prosiect mewn amrywiol leoliadau cyhoeddus ar hyd y coridorau a ffafrir. Bydd gwybodaeth
am yr ymgynghoriad hefyd ar gael i’w lawrlwytho oddi ar wefan y prosiect
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau ynglŷn â’r prosiiect, mae croeso i chi gysylltu â ni
drwy ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu anfon e-bost at
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

Tel: 0800 019 3518

10 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/042

Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on alignment options
I am writing to provide an update on the project and to let you know about Stage 2
Consultation on the alignment options.
On 10 January 2014 we announced our preferred route corridors to connect the wind farms
to the existing overhead line near Llandyfaelog. Following the identification of these
preferred corridors our engineers and environmental consultants identified where we might
put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within these corridors. The
identification of these alignments is now complete.
Our consultation on the route alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and
will run for eight weeks. During the consultation we will be inviting all those potentially
affected within the preferred corridors to a series of open events and to have their say on
these route alignment options for the proposed 132,000 volt line.
As you will be aware, in order to connect the new 132kV line near Llandyfaelog we will need
to carry out additional work on existing overhead lines near Burry Port. This will involve
putting two short connections that run parallel to each other between existing electricity
towers that are located near the New Lodge Substation.
At this stage of the project, we have not yet established exactly which towers we will
connect or whether the connection will be using overhead lines, underground cables or a
combination of both. This additional work will be consulted on during Stage 3 of the
consultation process and will involve your community council, members of the public and
the statutory consultees potentially affected by this additional work.
Although Burry Port is not directly affected at this second stage of the consultation process,
I am mindful that your community council may appreciate a briefing on the project. If you
would like to arrange a briefing, please let us know by either phoning our community
relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

In addition, all the consultation information will be available and downloadable from Monday,
17 February on the project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

10 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/042

Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Cam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar opsiynau alinio
Ysgrifennaf i roi’r wybodaeth ddiweddaraf am y prosiect ac i roi gwybod i chi am Gam 2 yr
Ymgynghoriad ar opsiynau alinio.
Ar 10 Ionawr 2014 bu i ni gyhoeddi'r coridorau llwybr a gaiff eu ffafrio gennym ar gyfer
cysylltu’r ffermydd gwynt â’r llinell uwchben gyfredol ger Llandyfaelog. Ar ôl canfod y
coridorau hyn a gaiff eu ffafrio, nododd ein peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol lle
y gallem osod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn aliniad, o fewn y coridorau hyn. Yr
ydym bellach wedi cwblhau canfod yr aliniadau hyn.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau o ran alinio’r llwybr yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17
Chwefror 2014 ac yn parhau am wyth wythnos. Yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad byddwn yn
gwahodd pawb a allai o bosibl gael eu heffeithio o fewn y coridorau sy’n cael eu ffafrio
gennym, i gyfres o ddigwyddiadau agored i gael dweud eu dweud ar yr opsiynau alinio hyn
ar gyfer y llinell 132,000 folt arfaethedig.
Fel y byddwch yn ymwybodol, er mwyn cysylltu’r llinell 132kV newydd ger Llandyfaelog,
bydd angen i ni wneud gwaith ychwanegol ar linellau uwchben presennol ger Porth Tywyn.
Bydd hyn yn cynnwys gosod dau gysylltiad byr sy’n rhedeg ochr yn ochr â’i gilydd rhwng
tyrau trydan presennol a leolir ger is-orsaf New Lodge.
Yn y cam hwn o’r prosiect, nid ydym eto wedi sefydlu’n union pa dyrau y byddwn yn eu
cysylltu neu a fydd y cysylltiad yn un fydd yn defnyddio llinellau uwchben, ceblau
tanddaearol neu gyfuniad o’r ddau. Byddwn yn ymgynghori ar y gwaith ychwanegol hwn yn
ystod Cam 3 y broses ymgynghori ac yn cynnwys eich cyngor cymuned, aelodau o’r
cyhoedd a’r ymgynghoreion statudol a allai o bosibl gael eu heffeithio gan y gwaith
ychwanegol hwn.
Er nad yw Porth Tywyn yn cael ei effeithio’n uniongyrchol gan y ail gam hwn o’r broses
ymgynghori, rwy’n ymwybodol y gallai eich cyngor cymuned werthfawrogi cael ei friffio am y
prosiect. Os gwelwch yn dda, a wnewch roi gwybod i ni os hoffech gyfarfod drwy un ai
ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu drwy e-bostio
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Yn ogystal, bydd holl wybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad ar gael i’w lwytho o ddydd Llun, 17
Chwefror ar wefan y prosiect www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post code

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

13 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/044
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Invitation to landowner events as part of Stage 2
Consultation on route alignment options
I am writing to let you know about the start of our Stage 2 Consultation because your land may
potentially be affected by one of the routes we have identified for a proposed 132,000 volt line (132
kV).
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, our engineers and environmental consultants
have been working to determine route options where they might put an overhead power line, also
called route alignment options. The identification of these route alignment options is now complete
and can be viewed on the map in the enclosed leaflet.
Our consultation on these route alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will
run for eight weeks, closing on Friday, 11 April 2014.
During the eight week consultation period, we are holding a series of specific landowner events and
are asking landowners to attend these events, to come and talk us and have their say on these
route alignment options for the proposed 132 kV line. At the events, we will focus on discussing
land rights and the associated guidance and will be seeking your feedback and comments on the
identified route alignment options. The list of these specific events for landowners is enclosed.
During this consultation period, we are also holding a series of public consultation events and
inviting local communities, statutory consultees, elected representatives and local amenity user
groups potentially affected by these proposals to have their say on the route alignment options. The
details of the public events can be viewed in the enclosed leaflet.
All the consultation information will also be available and downloadable from Monday, 17 February
on the project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
We look forward to meeting you at the landowner events, but if you have any questions relating the
project, please contact us by phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by
emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post code

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

13 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/044
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Gwahoddiad i ddigwyddiadau ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr fel
rhan o Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr
Rwy'n ysgrifennu i roi gwybod ichi fod Cam 2 ein Hymgynghoriad ar fin dechrau oherwydd mae'n
bosib y bydd un o'r llwybrau rydym wedi'u nodi ar gyfer llinell 132,000 folt (132kV) yn effeithio ar
eich tir chi.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir, mae ein peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi mynd
ati i bennu’r opsiynau llwybr lle byddai'n bosib gosod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn opsiynau
alinio llwybr. Mae’r gwaith o bennu’r opsiynau alinio llwybr hyn bellach wedi cael ei gwblhau a gellir
eu gweld ar y map sydd yn y daflen amgaeedig.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr hyn yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014
ac yn para am wyth wythnos, gan ddod i ben ddydd Gwener, 11 Ebrill 2014.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori o wyth wythnos, byddwn yn cynnal cyfres o ddigwyddiadau yn
benodol ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr a gofynnwn i dirfeddianwyr ddod i'r digwyddiadau hyn. Dewch draw i
siarad â ni ac i gael dweud eich dweud am yr opsiynau alinio llwybr sydd dan sylw ar gyfer y llinell
132kV arfaethedig. Yn y digwyddiadau, byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar drafod hawliau tir a chanllawiau
cysylltiedig a byddwn yn gofyn am adborth a sylwadau gennych ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr a
bennwyd. Mae rhestr o’r digwyddiadau penodol hyn am dirfeddianwyr yn amgaeedig.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori byddwn hefyd yn cynnal nifer o ddigwyddiadau ymgynghori
cyhoeddus ac yn gwahodd cymunedau lleol, ymgyngoreion statudol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig a
grwpiau defnyddwyr amwynderau lleol y gallai'r cynigion hyn effeithio arnynt i ddweud eu dweud am
yr opsiynau alinio llwybr. Mae manylion y digwyddiadau cyhoeddus i’w gweld yn y daflen
amgaeedig.
Yn ogystal, bydd holl wybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad ar gael i’w llwytho i lawr o ddydd Llun, 17
Chwefror ymlaen ar wefan y prosiect www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Edrychwn ymlaen at eich cyfarfod yn y digwyddiadau i dirfeddianwyr, ond os oes gennych unrhyw
gwestiynau ynglŷn â'r prosiect, cofiwch gysylltu â ni drwy ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar
0800 019 3518 neu drwy e-bostio info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

13 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/045
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on alignment options
I am writing to let you know about the start of our Stage 2 Consultation because your organisation is
a statutory consultee for this project.
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, which were publicly announced on
10 January 2014, our engineers and environmental consultants have been working to determine
where they might put an overhead power line, also called an alignment, within these corridors. The
identification of these alignments is now complete.
Our consultation on the alignment options will start on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will run for
eight weeks. During the consultation we will be asking statutory consultees, local communities,
local amenity user groups, elected representatives, landowners and people with an interest in the
land to have their say on these alignment options for the proposed 132,000 volt line.
We will invite all those potentially affected by the alignments to a series of open events at various
venues between Brechfa Forest and Llandyfaelog. At these events, we will focus on seeking
feedback and comments on the identified alignment options within the preferred route corridors. We
will write to you again with further details of the alignments and information on the open events at
the start of consultation on 17 February 2014.
We will publicise the consultation widely through local newspapers and we will be placing posters on
community noticeboards and depositing copies of the relevant project documents at various public
venues along the preferred corridors. The consultation information will also be available and
downloadable on the project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
If you have any questions relating the project, please contact us by phoning our community relations
team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Name
Address1
Address2
Address3
PostCode

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

13 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/045
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Ail Gam yr Ymgynghoriad ynglŷn â llinelliadau posibl
Gan fod eich sefydliad yn un o ymgynghoreion statudol y prosiect hwn, ysgrifennaf atoch i’ch
hysbysu bod Ail Gam ein Hymgynghoriad ar fin dechrau.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir mewn datganiad cyhoeddus ar 10 Ionawr 2014, mae ein peirianwyr
a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi bod yn ystyried lle gallant osod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir
hefyd yn llinelliad, o fewn y coridorau hyn. Mae’r gwaith o ddynodi’r llinelliadau hyn wedi’i gwblhau
yn awr.
Bydd ein hymgynghoriad ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl yn dechrau ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014, a
bydd yn para am wyth wythnos. Yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad, byddwn yn gofyn i ymgynghoreion
statudol, cymunedau lleol, grwpiau defnyddwyr mwynderau lleol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig,
tirfeddianwyr a phobl sydd â diddordeb yn y tir, ddod i fynegi eu barn ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl
hyn ar gyfer y llinell 132,000 folt arfaethedig.
Byddwn yn gwahodd pawb a allai gael eu heffeithio gan y llinelliadau i gyfres o ddigwyddiadau
agored mewn amrywiol leoliadau rhwng Coedwig Brechfa a Llandyfaelog. Yn y digwyddiadau hyn,
byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar gael adborth a sylwadau ynglŷn â’r llinelliadau posibl a ddynodwyd o
fewn y coridorau a ffafrir. Byddwn yn ysgrifennu atoch eto gyda mwy o fanylion ynglŷn â’r
llinelliadau ynghyd â gwybodaeth am y digwyddiadau agored pan fydd yr ymgynghoriad yn dechrau
ar 17 Chwefror 2014.
Byddwn yn hysbysebu’r ymgynghoriad yn helaeth yn y papurau newydd lleol a byddwn yn gosod
posteri ar hysbysfyrddau cymunedol ac yn gadael copïau o ddogfennau perthnasol y prosiect mewn
amrywiol leoliadau cyhoeddus ar hyd y coridorau a ffafrir. Bydd gwybodaeth am yr ymgynghoriad
hefyd ar gael i’w lawrlwytho oddi ar wefan y prosiect www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau ynglŷn â’r prosiiect, mae croeso i chi gysylltu â ni drwy
ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu anfon e-bost at
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518
Organisation
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post Code
21 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/048
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 2 Consultation on route alignment options
I wrote to you on 14 February 2014 to let you know that the second stage of consultation on
route alignment options was starting on Monday, 17 February 2014.
In my letter I asked you to complete a reply slip to record that you had received the letter and
the disk containing Stage 2 Consultation materials. Please accept my apologies as I
understand the reply slip was not enclosed as indicated.
I would be grateful if you take a few minutes to complete the enclosed reply slip to record
that you received the consultation materials even if you do not intend to submit a response
to Stage 2 Consultation. In addition, could you please also let us know whether or not you
wish to attend the stakeholder workshop which is being held on Wednesday, 5 March 2014
at the Ivy Bush Hotel, Carmarthen between 10am to 2pm?
As statutory consultees for this project, under the Planning Act 2008, we would very much
like to receive your feedback and comments on the route alignment options and the work
which has been undertaken to date.
Should you have any queries, please let us know by either phoning our community relations
team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Enc.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Organisation
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post Code

Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

21 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/048
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Cam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar opsiynau alinio llwybr
Ysgrifennais atoch ar 14 Chwefror 2014 i roi gwybod i chi fod ail gam yr ymgynghoriad ar
opsiynau alinio llwybr yn dechrau ar ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014.
Yn fy llythyr gofynnais i chi lenwi taflen ymateb i gofnodi eich bod wedi cael y llythyr a’r disg
sy’n cynnwys deunyddiau Cam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad. Carwn ymddiheuro oherwydd, fel rwy’n
deall, ni chafodd y daflen ymateb ei chynnwys fel nodwyd.
Byddwn yn ddiolchgar pe gallech dreulio ychydig funudau’n llenwi'r daflen ymateb
amgaeedig i gofnodi eich bod wedi cael y deunyddiau ymgynghori, hyd yn oed os nad ydych
yn bwriadu cyflwyno ymateb i Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad. Hefyd, a fyddech cystal â gadael i ni
wybod a ydych chi’n dymuno dod i’r gweithdy i randdeiliaid, a gynhelir ar ddydd Mercher, 5
Mawrth 2014, yng Ngwesty’r Ivy Bush, Caerfyrddin, rhwng 10am a 2pm?
Fel un o ymgyngoreion statudol y prosiect hwn, o dan Ddeddf Cynllunio 2008, byddem yn
falch iawn o gael eich adborth a’ch sylwadau ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr a’r gwaith a wnaed
hyd yma.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw ymholiadau, cofiwch gysylltwch â'n tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol
drwy ffonio 0800 019 3518 neu drwy anfon e-bost at info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Amg.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post code

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

21 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/049
Dear
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Invitation to landowner events as part of Stage 2
Consultation on route alignment options
One of our project team representatives recently visited you to discuss how your land may potentially be
affected by one of the routes we have identified for a proposed 132,000 volt line (132 kV). I am writing to
tell you about the landowner events we are holding as part of Stage 2 Consultation.
Following the identification of the preferred corridors, our engineers and environmental consultants have
been working to determine route options where they might put an overhead power line, also called route
alignment options. The identification of these route alignment options is now complete.
Our consultation on these route alignment options started on Monday, 17 February 2014 and will run for
eight weeks, closing on Friday, 11 April 2014.
During the eight week consultation period, we are holding a series of specific landowner events and are
asking landowners to attend these events, to come and talk us and have their say on these route
alignment options for the proposed 132 kV line. At the events, we will focus on discussing land rights
and the associated guidance and will be seeking your feedback and comments on the identified route
alignment options. There will also be a pack of information for you to take away which provides
information on the project and to assist you in the process. The list of these specific events for
landowners is enclosed.
During this consultation period, we are also holding a series of public consultation events and inviting
local communities, statutory consultees, elected representatives and local amenity user groups
potentially affected by these proposals to have their say on the route alignment options. The details of
the public events can be viewed in the leaflet you will already have received.
All the consultation information is also available and downloadable on the project website
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
I look forward to meeting you at the landowner events, but if you have any questions relating the project,
please contact us by phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or by emailing
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Address 4
Post code

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

21 Chwefror 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/049
Annwyl
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Gwahoddiad i ddigwyddiadau ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr fel rhan o
Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr
Daeth un o gynrychiolwyr ein tîm prosiect i’ch gweld chi’n ddiweddar i drafod sut mae’n bosib y bydd un o’r
llwybrau rydym wedi’u nodi ar gyfer llinell 132,000 folt (132kV) arfaethedig yn effeithio ar eich tir. Rwy’n
ysgrifennu atoch i roi gwybod i chi am y digwyddiadau rydym yn eu cynnal ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr fel rhan o
Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad.
Ar ôl dynodi’r coridorau a ffafrir, mae ein peirianwyr a’n hymgynghorwyr amgylcheddol wedi mynd ati i bennu’r
opsiynau llwybr lle byddai'n bosib gosod llinell bŵer uwchben, a elwir hefyd yn opsiynau alinio llwybr. Yr
ydym bellach wedi cwblhau’r broses o ganfod yr opsiynau alinio llwybr.
Dechreuodd ein hymgynghoriad ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr hyn ar ddydd Llun, 17 Chwefror 2014 a bydd yn
para am wyth wythnos, gan ddod i ben ar ddydd Gwener, 11 Ebrill 2014.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori o wyth wythnos, byddwn yn cynnal cyfres o ddigwyddiadau yn benodol ar gyfer
tirfeddianwyr a gofynnwn i dirfeddianwyr ddod i'r digwyddiadau hyn. Dewch draw i siarad â ni ac i gael dweud
eich dweud am yr opsiynau alinio llwybr sydd dan sylw ar gyfer y llinell 132kV arfaethedig. Yn y
digwyddiadau, byddwn yn canolbwyntio ar drafod hawliau tir a chanllawiau cysylltiedig a byddwn yn gofyn am
adborth a sylwadau gennych ar yr opsiynau alinio llwybr a bennwyd. Bydd pecyn o wybodaeth ar gael i chi
ei gadw, i ddarparu gwybodaeth i chi am y prosiect, ac i’ch helpu chi yn y broses. Mae rhestr o’r
digwyddiadau penodol ar gyfer tirfeddianwyr ynghlwm.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori byddwn hefyd yn cynnal nifer o ddigwyddiadau ymgynghori cyhoeddus ac yn
gwahodd cymunedau lleol, ymgyngoreion statudol, cynrychiolwyr etholedig a grwpiau defnyddwyr
amwynderau lleol y gallai'r cynigion hyn effeithio arnynt i ddweud eu dweud am yr opsiynau alinio llwybr.
Mae manylion y digwyddiadau cyhoeddus i’w gweld yn y daflen amgaeedig y byddwch eisoes wedi’i derbyn.
Bydd holl wybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad ar gael i’w llwytho oddi ar wefan y prosiect
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest.
Edrychaf ymlaen at eich cyfarfod yn y digwyddiadau i dirfeddianwyr, ond os oes gennych unrhyw gwestiynau
ynglŷn â'r prosiect, cofiwch gysylltu â ni drwy ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu
drwy e-bostio info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ms Kathryn Powell
Infrastructure Planning Lead
Major Applications and Plan Directorate
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Tel: 0800 019 3518

28 February 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/051
Dear Kathryn
Brechfa Forest Connection Project - Consultation on route alignment options
Further to our recent conversation during which I provided an outline of the route alignment options
consultation process which we would be undertaking between 17th February and 11th April 2014,
please find enclosed a disk containing all of the reports which we have produced to accompany the
consultation. Also enclosed is one of the consultation leaflets which have been sent to all
households and businesses within 3km of the alignment options, a feedback form for this stage of
consultation and a list of the statutory consultees which we are consulting with.
I trust that the enclosed information is of interest and should you require hard copies of the reports,
clarification on any matter or have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Yours sincerely

David Kenyon
Technical Director
Direct Line – 01743 342061
Email – david.kenyon@amec.com

Encs.
Disk of consultation reports
Information leaflet
Feedback form
List of statutory consultees

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Post Code

Tel: 0800 019 3518

Ref: BFC/AH/056
15 April 2014

Dear
Thank you for your response to Stage 2 Consultation on the proposed Brechfa Forest
Connection Project, which was received on XX XXXXX 2014.
All responses received will be recorded on our consultation database and detailed analysis of
those responses carried out. We will then use all relevant responses received to help select
a route alignment to connect the wind farms to the connection point near Llandyfaelog,
alongside other technical, environmental, social and economic information.
We will announce our preferred route alignment in summer 2014 and our assessment of the
options and the selection of a preferred route alignment for the wind farm connection will be
described in a second Interim Consultation Report. The report will provide a summary of the
relevant responses and will explain how the feedback received during this stage of
consultation fed in to the decision making process and the methods used to review the
options.
The third and final stage of consultation will take place in autumn 2014 and we will invite all
those potentially affected to take part and provide feedback on our final route alignment.
Thank you for your interest in this project.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Name
Address 1
Address 2
Address 3
Post Code

Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

Cyf: BFC/AH/056
15 Ebrill 2014

Annwyl
Diolch ichi am eich ymateb i Gam 2 yr Ymgynghoriad ar Brosiect arfaethedig Cyswllt
Coedwig Brechfa, a ddaeth i law ar XX XXXXX 2014.
Bydd pob ymateb a gawn yn cael ei gofnodi ar gronfa ddata'r ymgynghoriad a byddwn yn eu
dadansoddi'n fanwl. Byddwn wedyn yn defnyddio pob ymateb perthnasol i’n helpu i ddewis
aliniad llwybr i gysylltu’r ffermydd gwynt i’r pwynt cysylltu ger Llandyfaelog, ochr yn ochr â
gwybodaeth dechnegol, amgylcheddol, economaidd a chymdeithasol arall.
Byddwn yn cyhoeddi’r aliniad llwybr a ffafrir yn ystod haf 2014 a byddwn yn egluro ein
hasesiad o'r opsiynau a'r dewis o aliniad llwybr ar gyfer cysylltu’r ffermydd gwynt yn ein hail
Adroddiad Interim ar yr Ymgynghoriad. Bydd yr adroddiad yn rhoi crynodeb o’r ymatebion
perthnasol ac yn egluro sut mae’r adborth a gawsom yn ystod y cam hwn o’r ymgynghoriad
wedi cyfrannu at y broses gwneud penderfyniadau a’r dulliau a ddefnyddiwyd i adolygu’r
opsiynau.
Cynhelir trydydd cam yr ymgynghoriad, sef y cam olaf, yn ystod hydref 2014. Byddwn yn
gwahodd pawb a allai gael eu heffeithio i gymryd rhan a rhoi adborth ar yr aliniad llwybr
terfynol.
Diolch i chi am eich diddordeb yn y prosiect hwn.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

Second Interim Consultation Report
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Contact information

11.1

Various methods of contact will be available throughout the consultation
process including:


Web: www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest



Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk



Post: FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION



Freephone: 0800 019 3518



Twitter: @WPD_Brechfa
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