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Appendix 9.1
Copy of the Section 48 notice placed in
local and national press

Western Power Distribution (De Cymru) PLC
Adran 48, Deddf Cynllunio 2008
Rheoliad 4, Rheoliadau Cynllunio Seilwaith (Ceisiadau: Ffurflenni a Gweithdrefn Ragnodedig) 2009
Gorchymyn Cydsyniad Datblygu ar gyfer Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa
Hysbysiad yn rhoi gwybod am gais arfaethedig am Orchymyn Cydsyniad Datblygu (“GCD”)
Hysbysir, drwy hyn bod Western Power Distribution (De Cymru) PLC (“WPD”) o Avonbank Feeder
Road, Bryste, BS2 0TB yn bwriadu gwneud cais i’r Ysgrifennydd Gwladol dros Ynni a Newid
Hinsawdd, o dan Adran 37 Deddf Cynllunio 2008, am y Gorchymyn Cydsyniad Datblygu a nodir
uchod (y “cais”).
Mae’r cais yn ymwneud ag adeiladu, gweithredu a chynnal cyswllt llinell dosbarthu trydan 132,000
folt (132kV) o Fferm Wynt Gorllewin Coedwig Brechfa, sy’n cael ei datblygu gan RWE Innogy UK Ltd,
i’r rhwydwaith dosbarthu trydan presennol ger Llandyfaelog, 10km i’r de o Gaerfyrddin (y
“prosiect”).
Bydd y Gorchymyn Cydsyniad Datblygu, ymysg pethau eraill, yn awdurdodi’r canlynol:
1. Adeiladu cyswllt dosbarthu trydan 132kV 28.6 cilomedr (km) rhwng Is-orsaf Fferm Wynt
Gorllewin Coedwig Brechfa a’r rhwydwaith dosbarthu trydan presennol ger Llandyfaelog,
sy’n cynnwys;
i.
Llinell uwchben 25.2km; a
ii.
3.4km o gebl tanddaearol;
2. Caffael (un ai drwy gytundeb neu’n orfodol) hawliau parhaol a dros dro i adeiladu, cynnal a
gweithredu’r prosiect;
3. Gwaith sy’n hanfodol ar gyfer y datblygiad, er enghraifft, ffyrdd mynediad dros dro,
safleoedd adeiladu dros dro, safle gwaith a gwaith cysylltiedig;
4. Darpariaethau diogelu o ran hawliau a phwerau ymgymerwyr statudol eraill, gan gynnwys yr
hawl i adeiladu, cynnal a gweithredu’r prosiect uwch ben ac o dan y briffordd.
Mae’r prosiect yn ddatblygiad Asesiad o’r Effaith Amgylcheddol at ddibenion Rheoliadau Cynllunio
Seilwaith (Asesiad o’r Effaith Amgylcheddol) 2009. Mae hyn yn golygu bod y gwaith arfaethedig yn
ddatblygiad lle byddai gofyn Asesu’r Effaith Amgylcheddol. Felly, bydd WPD yn darparu
gwybodaeth amgylcheddol ragarweiniol ar ffurf Datganiad Amgylcheddol yn ystod y cyfnod
ymgynghori. Bydd Datganiad Amgylcheddol yn cyd-fynd â chais WPD am Orchymyn Cydsyniad
Datblygu felly, a fydd yn cynnwys gwybodaeth am effeithiau sylweddol tebygol y datblygiad
arfaethedig ar yr amgylchedd.
Mae modd archwilio’r dogfennau, y cynlluniau a’r mapiau sy’n dangos natur a lleoliad y datblygiad
arfaethedig, gan gynnwys y wybodaeth sydd wedi’i chasglu hyd yma am yr effeithiau amgylcheddol,
yr Adroddiad Trosolwg a'r Datganiad o Ymgynghori Cymunedol, yn rhad ac am ddim, o ddydd
Gwener, 28 Tachwedd 2014 tan ddydd Gwener, 16 Ionawr 2015 yn y lleoliadau isod ar yr adegau a
nodir:

Mannau Gwybodaeth
Lleoliad

Amseroedd agor (heb gynnwys gwyliau banc)

Canolfan Gwasanaeth i Gwsmeriaid
Cyngor Sir Caerfyrddin,
3 Heol Spilman, Caerfyrddin, SA31 1LQ
Llyfrgell Caerfyrddin
Stryd San Pedr, Caerfyrddin, SA31 1LN

Dydd Llun i ddydd Iau: 8.45am - 5.00pm
Dydd Gwener: 8.45am - 4.30pm

Siop Penbontbren
Llanpumsaint, Caerfyrddin, Sir Gaerfyrddin, SA33
6BZ
Garej Gwalia
Heol Peniel, Llanllawddog, Sir Gaerfyrddin, SA32
7DR
Ysgol Gymunedol Peniel
Peniel, Caerfyrddin,
SA32 7AB

Dydd Llun a dydd Mercher : 9am - 7pm
Dydd Mawrth a dydd Gwener: 9am to 6pm
Dydd Iau a dydd Sadwrn: 9am - 5pm
Dydd Llun i ddydd Sadwrn: 8am – 8pm
Dydd Sul: 9am - 1pm
Dydd Llun i ddydd Sul: 7am - 8pm

Dydd Llun i ddydd Gwener: 9am - 3pm

Bydd copïau o’r dogfennau, y cynlluniau a’r mapiau hyn ar gael ar wefan y prosiect yn
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfa-forest-connection o ddydd Gwener, 28 Tachwedd 2014. Mae
modd gofyn am gopïau electronig hefyd, drwy gysylltu â thîm y prosiect ar e-bost yn
(info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk) drwy ffonio 0800 019 3518 neu drwy’r post FREEPOST B
FOREST CONNECTION. Codir tâl rhesymol am ddarparu copïau caled wedi’u hargraffu, hyd at
uchafswm o £250 am y gyfres lawn o ddogfennau. Darperir fersiynau electronig ar CD am ddim.
Mae WPD yn ymgynghori ar y cais arfaethedig. Dylid anfon unrhyw sylwadau ynghylch y cynigion,
yn ysgrifenedig, at FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION neu drwy anfon e-bost at
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yng nghyswllt unrhyw ymateb neu safbwynt mewn perthynas â’r gorchymyn cydsyniad datblygu
arfaethedig mae’n rhaid (i) i WPD ei dderbyn ar neu cyn hanner nos ar ddydd Gwener 16 Ionawr
2015, (ii) iddo fod yn ysgrifenedig, (iii) datgan y sail ar gyfer yr ymateb neu’r safbwynt (iv) dynodi
pwy sy’n ymateb neu’n cyflwyno safbwynt, a (v) nodi cyfeiriad ar gyfer anfon gohebiaeth berthnasol
i’r ymateb neu’r safbwynt iddo.
Efallai y bydd yn ofynnol i WPD sicrhau bod copïau o’r sylwadau ar gael i’r Ysgrifennydd Gwladol.
Fodd bynnag, bydd yn gofyn i fanylion personol beidio â chael eu nodi yn y cofnod cyhoeddus.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) PLC
Section 48, Planning Act 2008
Regulation 4, Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations
2009
Development Consent Order for Brechfa Forest Connection Project
Notice publicising a proposed application for a Development Consent Order (“DCO”)
Notice is hereby given that Western Power Distribution (South Wales) PLC (“WPD”) of Avonbank,
Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB proposes to apply to the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate
Change under Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 for the above mentioned DCO (the “application”).
The application relates to the construction, operation and maintenance of a new 132,000 volt
(132kV) electricity line distribution connection from Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm, being
developed by RWE Innogy UK Ltd, to the existing electricity distribution network near Llandyfaelog,
10km south of Carmarthen (the “project”).
The proposed DCO will, amongst other things, authorise:
1. Construction of 28.6 kilometres (km) of 132kV electricity distribution connection between
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm Substation and the existing electricity distribution network
near Llandyfaelog, consisting of;
i.
25.2 km of overhead line and
ii.
3.4 km of underground cable;
2. The acquisition (either by agreement or compulsorily) of both permanent and temporary
rights to construct, maintain and operate the project;
3. Works integral to the development, for example, temporary access roads, temporary
construction compounds, works site and ancillary works;
4. Protective provisions in relation to other statutory undertakers rights and powers including
rights to construct, maintain and operate the project above ground and underground the
highway.
The project is an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) development for the purposes of the
Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009. This means that the
proposed work constitutes development for which an EIA would be required. Accordingly, WPD will
be making preliminary environmental information (PEI) available in the form of a draft
Environmental Statement (ES) during the consultation period. WPD’s DCO application will therefore
be accompanied by an ES, containing information about the likely significant effects of the proposed
development on the environment.
The documents, plans and maps showing the nature and location of the proposed development,
including information compiled so far about environmental impacts (PEI), the Overview Report and
the Statement of Community Consultation may be inspected free of charge from Friday, 28
November 2014 to Friday, 16 January 2015 at the locations and times set out below:

Information Points
Location

Opening times (excluding bank holidays)

Customer Service Centre
Carmarthenshire County Council,
3 Spilman Street, Carmarthen, SA31 1LQ
Carmarthen Library
St Peters Street, Carmarthen, SA31 1LN

Monday to Thursday 8.45am to 5pm
Friday 8.45am to 4.30pm

Penbontbren Stores
Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire,
SA33 6BZ
Gwalia Garage
Peniel Road, Llanllawddog, Carmarthenshire,
SA32 7DR
Peniel Community School
Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7AB

Monday and Wednesday: 9am to 7pm
Tuesday and Friday: 9am to 6pm
Thursday and Saturday: 9am to 5pm
Monday to Saturday 8am to 8pm
Sunday 9am to 1pm
Monday to Sunday 7am to 8pm

Monday to Friday 9am to 3pm

Copies of these documents, plans and maps will be available on the project website at
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfa-forest-connection from Friday, 28 November 2014. They can
also be provided electronically on request from the project team by email
(info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk), telephone 0800 019 3518 or post sent to FREEPOST B
FOREST CONNECTION. A reasonable charge will apply for the provision of hard copy printed
versions, up to a maximum of £250 for the full suite of documents. Electronic versions on CD will be
provided free of charge.
WPD is consulting on the proposed application. Any representations on the proposals should be
made in writing to FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION or by email to
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Any response or representation in respect of the proposed DCO must (i) be received by WPD before
midnight on Friday, 16 January 2015, (ii) be made in writing, (iii) state the grounds of the response
or representation, (iv) indicate who is making the response or representation, and (v) give an
address to which correspondence relating to the response or representation may be sent.
WPD may be required to make copies of representations available to the Secretary of State. It will,
however, request that personal details are not placed on the public record.
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Appendix 9.2
Scans of the Section 48 notice as it
appeared in the local and national press

Llanelli Star 26 November 2014

Carmarthen Journal 26 November 2014

The Times 28 November 2014

Hysbysir, drwy hyn bod Western Power Distribution (De Cymru) PLC
("WPD") o Avonbank Feeder Road, Bryste, BS2 OTB yn bwriadu
gwneud cais i'r Ysgrifennydd Gwladol dros Ynni a Newid Hinsawdd, o
dan Adran 37 Deddf Cynllunio 2008, am y Gorchymyn Cydsyniad
Datblygu a nodir uchod (y "cais"}.
Mae'r cais yn ymwneud ag adeiladu, gweithredu a chynnal cyswllt
llinell dosbarthu trydan 132,00 0 folt (132kV) o Fferm Wynt Gorllewin
Coedwig Brechfa, sy'n cael ei datblygu gan RWE lnnogy UK Ltd, i'r
rhwydwaith dos barthu trydan presennol ger Llandyfaelog, 10km i'r de
o Gaerfyrddin (y "prosiect").
Bydd y Gorchymyn Cydsyniad Datblygu, ymysg pethau eraill, yn
awdurdodi'r canlynol:
1. Adeiladu cyswllt dos barthu trydan 132kV 28.6 cilomedr (km) rhwng
ls-orsaf Fferm Wynt Gorllewin Coedwig Brechfa a'r rhwydwaith
dosbarthu trydan presennol ger Llandyfaelog, s y'n cynnwys;
i. Llinell uwchben 25.2km; a
ii. 3.4km o gebl tanddaearol;
2. Caffael (un ai drwy gytundeb neu'n orfodol) hawliau parhaol a dros
dro i adeiladu, cynnal a gweithredu'r prosiect;
3. Gwaith sy'n hanfodol ar gyfer y datblygiad, er enghraifft, ffyrdd
mynediad dros dro, safleoedd adeiladu dro s dro, safle gwaith a
gwaith cysylltiedig;
4. Darpariaethau diogelu o ran hawliau a phwerau ymgymerwyr
statudol eraill, gan gynnwy s yr hawl i adeiladu, cynnal a gweithredu'r
pros iect uwch ben ac o dan y briffordd.
Mae'r prosiect yn ddatblygiad Asesiad o'r Effaith Amgylcheddol at
ddibenion Rheoliadau Cynllunio Seilwaith (A se siad o'r Effaith
Amgylcheddol) 2 009. Mae hyn yn golygu bod y gwaith arfaethedig yn
ddatblygiad lie byddai gofyn Ase su'r Effaith Amgylcheddol. Felly,
bydd WPD yn darparu gwybodaeth amgylcheddol ragarweiniol ar ffurf
Datganiad Amgylcheddol yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori. Bydd
Datganiad Amgylcheddol yn cyd-fynd ii chais WPD am Orchymyn
Cydsyniad Datblygu telly, a fydd yn cynnwys gwybodaeth am
effeithiau sylweddol tebygol y datblygiad arfaethedig ar yr
amgylchedd.

WESTERN POWER DISTRIBUTION (DE CYMRU} PLC
ADRAN 48, DEDDF CYNLLUNIO 2008
SEILWAITH
CYNLLUNIO
RHEOLIADAU
4,
RHEOLIAD
(CEISIADAU: FFURFLENNI A GWEITHDREFN RAGNODEDIG)2009
GORCHYMYN CYDSYNIAD DATBLYGU AR GYFER PROSIECT
CYSWLLT COEDWIG BRECHFA
HYSBYSIAD YN RHOI GWYBOD AM GAIS ARFAETHEDIG AM
ORCHYMYN CYDSYNIAD DATBLYGU ("GCD'1

Paragraphs (a) to U) inclusive of Article 4(5) of the Town and Country
Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (As amended)
which includes the following: (1) enlargement of dwelling houses including the erection of structures
or laying of hard surfaces within their curtilages;
(2) change of materials to external walls of dwelling houses including
external doors , windows, window frames, rainwater goods and other
external items and painting of those items (other than re-painting in
the same colour);
(3) any other alterations to the fenestration and external doors of
dwelling houses;
(4) any other alteration s to the roofs including chimneys of dwelling
houses (including provision of roof lights);
(5) installation of s atellite antennae on dwelling houses or within their
curtilages ;
(6) alterations to, or the demolition of, boundary walls or other means
of enclosure;
insofar as such development would front onto a highway, waterway or
open s pace.
Dated this 28 day of November 2014
Signed: Trevor Coxon
Head of Corporate & Cu stomer Services
Wrexham County Borough Council
Guildhall
Wrexham
(2238338)
LL11 1AY

SCHEDULE2
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NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Wrexham County Borough
Council of the Guildhall, Wrexham (hereinafter called "the Council")
has made a Direction pursuant to Article 4(2) of the Town and Country
Planning (General Permitted Development) Order 1995 (A s Amended)
which directs that the types of development specified in the Direction
may no longer be carried out at the properties s pecified below without
a grant of planning permission. No planning application fee will be
required for applications made a s a re sult of this Direction.
The properties to which this Direction relate s are listed at Schedule 1.
The development for which planning permission i s now required is
listed at Schedule 2.
The Direction has effect from the 28 November 2014 but will lap s e if
not confirmed by the Council within six months. A copy of the
Direction can be in spected during nonnal opening hours at the
Contact Centre, 16 Lord Street, Wrexham. The Council will consider
any representations on the making of the Direction which are
submitted to it within a period of 28 days beginning on 28 November
2014. Any repres entation s mu st be in writing and s ent to
The Head of Community Wellbeing & Development
Wrexham County Borough Council
16 Lord Street
Wrexham
LL11 1LG
A further Notice will be published in due course infonning you as to
whether or not the Direction has been confirmed by the Council.
SCHEDULE 1
All those dwelling house s which are shown hatched in red on the plan
attached.

WREXHAM COUNTY BOROUGH COUNCIL
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (GENERAL PERMITTED
DEVELOPMENT) ORDER 1995 (AS AMENDED)
NOTICE OF MAKING OF STATION AVENUE, STATION ROAD &
CASTLE ROAD ARTICLE 4{2} DIRECTION:
CHIRK CONSERVATION AREA

We Clare Steele and Karl Black, Hill Farm, Wilsthorpe, Bridlington,
Ea s t Riding of Yorkshire, Y015 3QJ hereby give notice that in not les s
than two months after publication of this notice we intend to make
application to the East Riding of Yorkshire Council for a licence to
operate a proposed zoo at Park Rose Bird of Prey & Animal Park Ltd,
Covert Lane, Carnaby, Bridlington, Ea st Yorks hire Y015 3QF.
A written notice of the intention to make application for a zoo licence,
giving details about the proposed zoo, has been sent to the said
Council. This may be in spected, free of charge, at the office of the
Council at East Riding of Yorkshire Council, County Hall, Beverley,
East Riding of Yorkshire HU17 9BA between the hours of 9.00 am and
(2238337)
5.00 pm.

THE SECRETARY OF STATE hereby give s notice of the propo sal to
make an Order under section 247 of the above Act to authori se the
stopping up of the whole of the unnamed highway leading from Hythe
Quay to the River Colne at Colchester, in the Borough of Colchester.
IF THE ORDER IS MADE, the s topping up will be authorised only in
order to enable development as permitted by Colches ter Borough
Council, under references 122232 and 130069.
COPIES OF THE DRAFT ORDER AND RELEVANT PLAN will be
available for in spection during nonnal opening hours at Colchester
Borough Council, 33 Sheepen Road, Colche ster C03 3WG in the 28
days commencing on 28 November 2014, and may be obtained, free
of charge, from the Secretary of State (quoting NATIRAN/E/
8247/1583) at the address stated below.
ANY PERSON MAY OBJECT to the making of the propo sed order
within the above period, stating their rea sons for doing so, by writing
to the Secretary of State, National Tran sport Ca s ework Team,
Tyne side Hou se, Skinnerbum Road, Newca stle Busine ss Park,
Newcastle upon Tyne, NE4 7AR or nationalcasework@dft.gsi.gov.uk,
quoting the above reference. In s ubmitting an objection it should be
noted that your personal data and correspondence will be pa ss ed to
the applicant to enable your objection to be considered. If you do not
wish your personal data to be forwarded, plea se state your reason s
when submitting your objection.
Dave Candlish, Department for Tran sport
(2238334)

DEPARTMENT FOR TRANSPORT
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990

ENVIRONMENT & INFRASTRUCTURE

London Gazette 28 November 2014

Dydd Llun i ddydd lau: 8.45am 5.00pm
Dydd Gwener: 8.45am - 4.30 pm

Monday to Thursday 8.45am to
5pm
Friday 8.45am to 4.30pm
Monday and Wednesday: 9am to
7pm
Tuesday and Friday: 9am to 6pm
Thursday and Saturday: 9am to
5pm
Penbontbren Stores
Monday to Saturday Sam to Spm
Carmarthen Sunday 9am to 1pm
Llanpumsaint,
Carmarthenshire, SA33 6BZ
Monday to Sunday ?am to Bpm
Gwalia Garage
Peniel
Road,
Llanllawddog,
Carmarthenshire, SA32 ?DR
Peniel Community School
Monday to Friday 9am to 3pm
Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 ?AB
Copies of these document s, plans and maps will be available on the
project
web site
at
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfa-forest
con �ection from Friday, 28 November 2 014. They can also be
.
�rov1ded electronically on request from the project team by email
(info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk), telephone 0800 019 3518 or
pos t sent to FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION. A reasonable
charge will apply for the provision of hard copy printed ver sions, up to
.
a maximum of £250 for the full suite of documents. Electronic
version s on CD will be provided free of charge.
WPD is consulting on the propos ed application. Any representations
on the propos als should be made in writing to FREEPOST B FOREST
CONNECTION or by email to info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
�ny re spo� se or repres entation in respect of the proposed DCO mus t
(I) be received by WPD before midnight on Friday, 16 January 2015
(11) be made in writing, (iii) state the grounds of the res ponse 0�
repre sentation, (iv) indicate who is making the response or
repres entation, and (v) give an address to which correspondence
relating to the respon se or representation may be sent.
WPD may be required to make copie s of representation s available to
the Secretary of State. It will, however, reques t that personal details
are not placed on the public record.
(2238336)

Cu stomer Service Centre
Carmarthen shire County Council,
3 Spilman Street, Carmarthen
SA31 1LQ
Carmarthen Library
St Peters Street, Carmarthen,
SA31 1LN

iv. 3.4 km of underground cable;
6. The acquis ition (either by agreement or compulsorily) of both
perma�ent and temporary right s to con struct, maintain and operate
the proJect;
7. Works integral to the development, for example, temporary access
roads , temporary construction compounds, works site and ancillary
works;
8. Protective provisions in relation to other s tatutory undertakers
nghts �nd powers including rights to con struct, maintain and operate
the proie �t abo�e ground and underground the highway.
The proiect 1s an Environmental Impact As sess ment (EIA)
dev�lopment for the purpose s of the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Asses sment) Regulations 200 9. This means
that the proposed work constitutes development for which an EIA
would be requ_ired. Accordingly, WPD will be making preliminary
env,_ronmental information (PEI) available in the form of a draft
Environmental Statement (ES) during the con sultation period. WPD's
DCO ap ?lication will therefore be accompanied by an ES, containing
information about the likely significant effects of the proposed
development on the environment.
The documents , plans and maps showing the nature and location of
the proposed development, including information compiled so far
about environmental impacts (PEI), the Overview Report and the
Statement of Community Con sultation may be inspected free of
charge f�om Friday, 28 November 2014 to Friday, 16 January 2 015 at
the locations and times set out below:
Information Points
Location
Opening times (excluding bank
holidays)
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Notice is hereby given that Western Power Dis tribution (South w 1 s)
PLC ("WPD") of Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 OTB prop�s:s
to apply to the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change
under Section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 for the above mentioned
DCO (the "application'').
The application relates to the construction, operation and
maintenance of a new 132, 000 volt {132kV) electricity line distribution
connection from Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm, being developed b
RWE lnnogy UK Ltd, to the existing electricity distribution networ'
near Llandyfaelog, 10�m south of Carmarthen (the "project").
The propo sed DCO will, amongst other things, authoris e:
5. Cons!ruction of 28.6 kilometres (km) of 132kV electricity distribution
connec�,o� between_ �rechf? Forest West Wind Farm Substation and
the exi sting electnc1ty distribution network near LlandyfaeIog,
con sisting of;
iii. 25.2 km of overhead line and

WESTERN POWER DISTRIBUTION (SOUTH WALES) PLC
SECTION 48, PLANNING ACT2008
REGULATION 4, INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (APPLICATIONS:
PRESCRIBED FORMS AND PROCEDURE) REGULATIONS2009
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER FOR BRECHFA FOREST
CONNECTION PROJECT
NOTICE PUBLICISING A PROPOSED APPLICATION FOR A
DEVELOPMENT CONSENT ORDER ("DCO")

Dydd Llun a dydd Marcher : 9am
- ?pm
Dydd Mawrth a dydd Gwener:
9am to 6pm
Dydd lau a dydd Sadwrn: 9am 5pm
Siop Penbontbren
Dydd Llun i ddydd Sadwrn: Barn Uanpumsaint, Caerfyrddin, Sir Bpm
Gaerfyrddin, SA33 6BZ
Dydd Sul: 9am - 1pm
Garej Gwalia
Dydd Llun i ddydd Sul: 7am Heol Peniel, Llanllawddog, Sir 8pm
Gaerfyrddin, SA32 ?DR
Ysgol Gymunedol Peniel
Dydd Llun i ddydd Gwener. 9am Peniel, Caerfyrddin,
3pm
SA32 7AB
Bydd copi"au o'r dogfennau, y cynlluniau a'r mapiau hyn ar gael ar
wefan Y pro siect yn www.westempower.co.uk/brechfa-forest
connec!'.on o ddyd? Gwener, 28 Tachwedd 2 014. Mae modd gofyn
am gop1au electrorng hefyd, drwy gysylltu ii thim y prosiect ar e-bost
yn (1nfo@brechfafores tconnection.co.uk) drwy ffonio 0800 019 3518
neu drwy'r pos t FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION. Codir tiil
rhe symol am ddarparu copiau caled wedi'u hargraffu, hyd at
uchafs"".m o £250 am y gyfres lawn o ddogfennau. Darperir fersiynau
electrorng ar CD am ddim.
Mae WPD yn ymgynghori �� y cais arfaethedig. Dylid anion unrhyw
sylwadau ynghylch y cyn1g1on, yn ysgrifenedig, at FREEPOST B
:OREST
CONNECTION
neu
drwy
anion
e-bost
at
1nfo@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yng nghy swllt unr_hyw ymateb neu safbwynt mewn perthynas ii'r
gorchymyn cydsyrnad datblygu arfaethedig mae'n rhaid (i) i WPD ei
�derbyn ar neu cyn hanner n
_ os ar ddydd Gwener 16 lonawr 2 015, (ii)
1ddo fod yn ysgnfened1g, (111) datgan y sail ar gyfer yr ymateb neu'r
saf �wynt _(i_v) dynodi pwy s y'n ymateb neu'n cyflwyno safbwynt, a (v)
nod1 cyfe1nad ar gyfer anion gohebiaeth berthna sol i'r ymateb neu'r
s afbwynt iddo.
Efallai Y bydd yn ofynnol i WPD sicrhau bod copi"au o'r sylwadau ar
gael i'r Ysgrifen�ydd Gwladol. Fodd bynnag, bydd yn gofyn i fanylion
per sonol be1d10 a chael eu nodi yn y cofnod cyhoeddus.

CanoIf an
Gwasanaeth
Gwsmeriaid
Cyngor Sir Caerfyrddin,
3 Heol Spilman, Caerfyrddin,
SA31 1LQ
Llyfrgell Caerfyrddin
Stryd San Pedr' Caerfyrddin,
SA31 1LN

Mae modd archwilio'r dogfennau, y cynlluniau a'r mapiau sy'n dangos
natur a lleohad y datblygiad arfaethedig, gan gynnwy s y wybodaeth
s ydd
�edi'i chasglu hyd yma am yr effeithiau amgylcheddol, yr
Adrodd1ad Tros olwg a'r Datganiad o Ymgynghori Cymunedol, yn rhad
ac am ddim, o ddydd Gwener, 28 Tachwedd 20 14 tan ddydd Gwener,
16 lonawr 2 015 yn y lleoliadau is od ar yr adegau a nodir:
Mannau Gwybodaeth
Lleoliad
Amseroedd agor (heb gynnwys
gwyliau bane)

ENVIRONMENT & INFRASTRUCTURE

Llanelli Star 3 December 2014

Carmarthen Journal 3 December 2014
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Brechfa
Rhwng dydd Gwener, 28 Tachwedd 2014 a dydd Gwener, 16 lonawr 2015 byddwn yn cynnal ymgynghoriad statudol ar Prosiect
Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa. Cyswllt trydan 132,000 folt (132kV) newydd arfaethedig rhwng Fferm Wynt Gorllewin Coedwig Brechfa a
llinell uwchben sydd eisoes yn bodoli ger Llandyfaelog, i'r de o Gaerfyrddin,. yw'r prosiect hwn.
Between rriday, 28 November 2014 and f nday, 16 January 2015 we will be undertaking statutory consultation on the Brechfa
Forest Connection Project. The project is a proposed new 132,000 volt (132kV) electricity connection between Brechfa Forest West
Wind Farm and an existing overhead power line near Llandyfaelog, south of Carmarthen.

Arddangosfeydd I Exhibitions

I

Mae'r rhain yn gyfle i weld y cynllun arfaethedig, cwrdd a thim y prosiect a gofyn cwestiynau. Gallwch hefyd gael cop'iau o'n prif
ddogfennau a gweld ein model cyfrifiadurol 30 o'r cysylltiad
These are an opportunity to view the proposed scheme, meet the project team and ask questions. You can also pick up copies of our key
documents and view our interactive 30 computer model of the connection.

.1

•
Gwefan I Website

l

I

Edrychwch ar wefan y prosiect i ddefnyddio'r map rhyngweithiol i weld lie bydd y cysylltiad yn mynd. Gallwch hefyd gyflwyno eich adborth
ar-lein a llwytho'r holl adroddiadau a chynlluniau i lawr.
Visit the project website to use the interactive map to see where the connection will run. You can also submit your feedback online and
download all the reports and plans.

Pwyntiau gwybodaeth / Information points

Mae ffurflenni adborth ar gael i chi fynd adref gyda chi ac mae'r prif ddogfennau ar gael i chi eu gweld yn y lleoliadau a restrir isod. Bydd
modd defnyddio'r pwyntiau gwybodaeth pan fydd y lleoliadau ar agor. Ewch i www.westernpower.co.ukfbrechfaforest i beth yw'r
amseroedd agor.
Feedback forms are available to take away and key documents available to view at the locations listed below. Information points will be
accessible when the venues are open. Please visitwww.westempowerco.uk/brechfaforest for opening times.

Mae eich sylwadau'n bwysig, gan y byddant yn ein helpu i lunio ein cynigion yn derfynol. Rydym yn eich annog i ddod i un o'r
digwyddiadau lleol sydd wedi'u rhestru isod, llenwi ffurflen adborth, neu gysylltu a ni drwy'r post neu e-bost cyn diwedd yr ymgynghoriad ar
ddydd Gwener, 16 lonawr 2015.
Your comments are important as they will help us finalise our design and we encourage you to attend one of the local eve�ts listed below,
fill in a feedback form, or contact us via post or email by the close of consultation on Friday, 16 January 2015.

Cysylltu

I

a ni I Contact us

www. westernpower. co. uk/brechfaforest

0800 019 3518

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION

@wpd_brechfa

info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk

WESTERN POWER.
DISTRIBUTION
Cl.W

M

K
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Appendix 9.3
Copy of the covering letter issued to
prescribed consultees with the Section
48 notice

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
NAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

Tel: 0800 019 3518

25 November 2014
Ref: BFC/AH/079
Dear NAME
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Section 48 publicity
On Friday, 28 November 2014, Western Power Distribution will start statutory consultation
on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project in accordance with Section 42 and Section 47 of
the Planning Act 2008. This consultation will last for seven weeks and will close on Friday,
16 January 2015 at midnight.
Under Section 48 of the Act, and in accordance with Regulation 4(3), we are required to
publicise the fact that we intend to submit an application for a development consent order to
the Planning Inspectorate.
We are also required, under Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) Regulation 11, to send
a copy of the Section 48 publicity to all EIA consultation bodies, which includes your
organisation.
I have therefore enclosed a copy of the Section 48 Notice which will be published in various
newspapers on or around 28 November 2014.
We will also write to invite you to take part in the consultation itself and send you electronic
copies of the key consultation documents.
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
Enc.
Section 48 notice
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
POST CODE

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

26 Tachwedd 2014
Cyf: BFC/AH/079
Annwyl NAME
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – cyhoeddusrwydd Adran 48
Ddydd Gwener, 28 Tachwedd 2014, bydd Western Power Distribution yn dechrau
ymgynghori'n statudol ar Brosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa yn unol ag Adran 42 ac Adran 47
o Ddeddf Cynllunio 2008. Bydd yr ymgynghoriad hwn yn para am saith wythnos a bydd yn
dod i ben am hanner nos ddydd Gwener, 16 Ionawr 2015.
O dan Adran 48 o'r Ddeddf, ac yn unol â Rheoliad 4(3), mae'n ofynnol i ni roi
cyhoeddusrwydd i'r ffaith ein bod yn bwriadu cyflwyno cais am orchymyn caniatâd datblygu
i'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio.
Mae'n ofynnol i ni hefyd, o dan Reoliad 11 o'r Asesiad o'r Effaith Amgylcheddol, anfon copi
o'r cyhoeddusrwydd A48 at yr holl gyrff sy'n ymgynghori ar yr Asesiad hwnnw, sy'n cynnwys
eich sefydliad chi.
Felly, rwyf wedi amgáu copi o Hysbysiad Adran 48 a gaiff ei gyhoeddi mewn amryw bapurau
newydd ar 28 Tachwedd 2014, neu o gwmpas y dyddiad hwnnw.
Byddwn yn ysgrifennu atoch hefyd i'ch gwahodd i gymryd rhan yn yr ymgynghoriad ei hun ac
yn anfon copïau electronig o'r dogfennau ymgynghori allweddol atoch chi.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau am y prosiect, cysylltwch â ni drwy un ai ffonio ein
tîm cysylltiadau cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu drwy e-bostio
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Amg.
Adran 48 hysbysiad
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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Appendix 10.1
Copy of the acknowledgement letter and
email issued to confirm receipt of
consultation feedback

Response letter sent following written feedback

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
FIRST NAME
SURNAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
ADDRESS 4
POST CODE

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

XX January 2015
Dear NAME
Thank you for your response to Stage 3 Consultation on the proposed Brechfa Forest
Connection Project, which was received on DAY, DATE.
Following the end of the Stage 3 Consultation period, we will review all responses received
and use the information gathered to finalise our design. We expect to submit our application
to the Planning Inspectorate for a development consent order in spring 2015.
All relevant responses will be captured across all consultation methods during Stage 3 and a
final Consultation Report will be produced as part of the application. We will not be
responding to individual queries or comments submitted during consultation but we will
provide responses as part of the Consultation Report.
We will inform members of the public, all other consultees and those directly affected via the
media when we submit our development consent order application.
For further information please visit our project website at
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest. If you have difficulty accessing the website please
call us free on 0800 019 3518 to request further information.
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

Response email sent following online feedback

Dear NAME,
Thank you for telling us what you think about our proposed development using our online
feedback facility. Below is a complete record of the feedback you have provided as part of
the third stage of consultation on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project.
The consultation website address is: https://wpdbrechfa.dialoguebydesign.net
Your user name for logging in to the consultation is: USER NAME
You may log back into the consultation website at any time until the close of the consultation
at midnight on Friday, 16 January 2015 to review, add to or change your feedback. If you
have forgotten your password you can request a reminder from the login page.
--Your feedback:
RESPONSE TEXT

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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Appendix 11.1
Table detailing the comments raised in
consultation responses from Section 42
consultees and the regard that WPD had
for the those comments

Consultation responses from Section 42 consultees and the regard that WPD had for those responses
Prescribed Consultees
Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Office of Rail Regulation
If your plans relate to the development of the current
railway network including the operation of passenger and
freight services, stations, stabling and freight sites
(including the granting of track and station access rights
and safety approvals) within your administrative area, we
would be happy to discuss these with you once they
become more developed so we can explain any
regulatory and statutory issues that may arise.
May I also draw your attention to the interests of Network
Rail and First Great Western in the development of your
plans such and recommend that you consult with them.
I have attached a copy of our localism guidance for
reference, which can be found at: http://www.railreg.gov.uk/upload/pdf/localism-guidance.pdf

N

The Proposed Development does not relate to the
development of the current railway network.

N

A consultation response was also received from Network
Rail (see below).
First Great Western were consulted and acknowledged
receipt. It stated that the correspondence had been
forwarded to the First Great Western environment
manager who would provide a response if it was deemed
necessary. No further response has been received.

N

The work undertaken by WPD to identify an initial study
area (stage 1a and 1b) identified the national park as a
known sensitive location. The resulting study area
avoided the national park.

Brecon Beacons National Park Authority
Having reviewed the plans and noting that wooden pole
distribution is to be employed, the National Park Authority
is satisfied that the proposal will have no detrimental
impact on the special qualities of the National Park.
SARF HQ SO2 A3 Ops

1

Summary of response
The RAF SAR Force has no objections to the proposed
routeing of the power lines as depicted in the attachment
as we cease to provide SAR cover in South Wales on 1
Oct 15. The MCA / Bristow's will provide cover from this
date and may have a view on the proposals?

Of note, the Carmarthen Hospital HLS is just to the NE of
the town and approx. 1km south of where the power lines
go underground

Change?
Y/N
N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
The MCA were consulted although no response was
received. It is noted that the RAF response did copy in
the MCA. At the non-statutory Stage 2 Consultation the
MCA did respond. At Stage 2 the response was: “It will
probably be the RAF helicopters from Chivenor or Valley
that would operate here, we will take over the service in
the Autumn of next year. …..”

N

Non-statutory Stage 2 Consultation identified the
presence of the HLS. The HLS lies within the Towy
Valley which is designated for its landscape, ecological
and historical importance. The consideration of
undergrounding conducted following Stage 2 Consultation
concluded that the connection across the Towy Valley
should be undergrounded. The undergrounding extends
alongside and to the north and south of the HLS. No
amendment to the route or extent of undergrounding is
proposed as a result of the response received.

N

Comment noted. PHE will have the opportunity to
respond to the application, including the Environmental
Statement (ES), following submission and acceptance by
PINs.

Public Health England
On the basis of the submitted information PHE is satisfied
that the development's potential impacts on public health
have been adequately addressed and, where necessary,
suitable mitigation has been proposed. For this reason
PHE does not intend to register any further interest in the

2

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

planning process although we will of course be happy to
provide further comment if so requested by the applicant
or Planning Inspectorate.
National Grid
National Grid Electricity Transmission has two high
voltage electricity overhead transmission lines which are
crossed by the proposed route. These lines form an
essential part of the electricity transmission network in
England and Wales and include the following:
4YW 400kV Overhead Transmission Line - Pembroke Swansea
4YV 400kV Overhead Transmission Line - Pembroke –
Walham.
National Grid's Overhead Line/s is protected by a Deed of
Easement/Wayleave Agreement which provides full right
of access to retain, maintain, repair and inspect our asset.
Statutory electrical safety clearances must be maintained
at all times.
Any proposed buildings must not be closer than 5.3m to
the lowest conductor.
National Grid recommends that no permanent structures
are built directly beneath overhead lines. These distances
are set out in EN 43 - 8 Technical Specification for
overhead line clearances Issue 3 (2004) available at:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DD
C/devnearohl_final/appendixIII/appIII-part2
If any changes in ground levels are proposed either
beneath or in close proximity to our existing overhead
lines then this would serve to reduce the safety

N

The presence of the lines is understood and their location
has influenced the alignment of the connection such that
it is proposed to cross between pylons 4YW164 and
4YW165 as well as 4YV165 and 4YV166 in order to
achieve the appropriate levels of clearance (4.4 m).

N

Protective provisions dealing with any crossing are
included within the DCO.

N

EN 43-8 Table 6 quotes clearances which are adhered to
by the Proposed Development.
The Proposed Development does not include the erection
of any buildings.
Poles 22, 23 and 24 are to be sited either side of the
overhead lines at a distance of 75m, 41m and 36m
respectively. As such they comply with the clearances
set out within the document quoted.

N
N

N

3

No changes in ground levels are proposed to the poles
sited either side of the overhead lines. Safe distances in
accordance with the guidance quoted will be maintained

Summary of response
clearances for such overhead lines. Safe clearances for
existing overhead lines must be maintained in all
circumstances.
Further guidance on development near electricity
transmission overhead lines is available here:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/1E990EE5D068-4DD6-8C9A-4D0B06A1
BA79/31436/Developmentnearoverheadlines1.pdf
The relevant guidance in relation to working safely near to
existing overhead lines is contained within the Health and
Safety Executive's (www.hse.gov.uk) Guidance Note GS
6 "Avoidance of Danger from Overhead Electric Lines"
and all relevant site staff should make sure that they are
both aware of and understand this guidance.
Plant, machinery, equipment, buildings or scaffolding
should not encroach within 5.3m of any of our high
voltage conductors when those conductors are under their
worse conditions of maximum "sag" and "swing" and
overhead line profile (maximum "sag" and "swing")
drawings should be obtained using the contact details
above.
If a landscaping scheme is proposed as part of the
proposal, we request that only slow and low growing
species of trees and shrubs are planted beneath and
adjacent to the existing overhead line to reduce the risk of
growth to a height which compromises statutory safety
clearances.
Drilling or excavation works should not be undertaken if
they have the potential to disturb or adversely affect the
foundations or "pillars of support" of any existing tower.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
at all times.

N

WPD is aware of the relevant exclusion zone which for
400kV is 7m. WPD will ensure that the appointed
contractor is aware of and understands the importance of
exclusion zones and the guidance note quoted.

N

WPD is aware of the stipulation and would liaise with
National Grid on the works to be undertaken, prior to the
commencement of development.

N

No landscaping is proposed under or alongside the
existing National Grid assets.

N

No excavation will take place within 15m of 400kV towers.
This minimum distance is quoted in EN 43-8.

4

Summary of response
These foundations always extend beyond the base area
of the existing tower and foundation ("pillar of support")
drawings can be obtained using the contact details above.
Due to the scale, bulk and cost of the transmission
equipment required to operate at 275kV or 400kV we only
support proposals for the relocation of existing high
voltage overhead lines where such proposals directly
facilitate a major development or infrastructure project of
national importance which has been identified as such by
government.
To view the Development Near Lines Documents. Please
use the link below:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/SC/
devnearohl_final/
Gas Transmission pipeline
National Grid has a high pressure gas transmission
pipeline located:
FM28 - Herbrandston to Felindre
Specific Comments - Gas Infrastructure
The following points should be taken into consideration:
National Grid has a Deed of Grant of Easement for each
pipeline, which prevents the erection of permanent /
temporary buildings, or structures, change to existing
ground levels, storage of materials etc.
Pipeline Crossings
Where existing roads cannot be used, construction traffic
should only cross the pipeline at previously agreed
locations.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

No diversion of existing National Grid assets is planned
as a consequence of the Proposed Development.

N

The Proposed Development and in this location, the
132kV overhead line, has been designed so that no
excavation is planned within the exclusion zone.

N

WPD will only cross the existing pipeline using existing
roads.

5

Summary of response
The pipeline shall be protected, at the crossing points, by
temporary rafts constructed at ground level. The third
party shall review ground conditions, vehicle types and
crossing frequencies to determine the type and
construction of the raft required.
The type of raft shall be agreed with National Grid prior to
installation.
No protective measures including the installation of
concrete slab protection shall be installed over or near to
the National Grid pipeline without the prior permission of
National Grid.
National Grid will need to agree the material, the
dimensions and method of installation of the proposed
protective measure.
The method of installation shall be confirmed through the
submission of a formal written method statement from the
contractor to National Grid.
Please be aware that written permission is required before
any works commence within the National Grid easement
strip.
A National Grid representative shall monitor any works
within close proximity to the pipeline to comply with
National Grid specification T/SP/SSW22.
A Deed of Consent is required for any crossing of the
easement.
Cables may cross the pipeline at perpendicular angle to
the pipeline i.e. 90 degrees.

A National Grid representative shall supervise any cable

Change?
Y/N

N
N

N
6

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Protective provisions dealing with any crossing are
included within the DCO.
The Proposed Development does not include for any
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline.
The Proposed Development does not include for any

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

crossing of a pipeline.

Clearance must be at least 600mm above or below the
pipeline.

N

Impact protection slab should be laid between the cable
and pipeline if cable crossing is above the pipeline.

N

A Deed of Consent is required for any cable crossing the
easement.
Where a new service is to cross over the pipeline a
clearance distance of 0.6m between the crown of the
pipeline and underside of the service should be
maintained. If this cannot be achieved the service shall
cross below the pipeline with a clearance distance of
0.6m.
You should be aware of the Health and Safety Executives
guidance document HS(G) 47 "Avoiding Danger from
Underground Services", and National Grid's specification
for Safe Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High
Pressure gas pipelines and associated installations requirements for third parties T/SP/SSW22. To view the
SSW22 Document, please use the link below:
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/Safety/library/
To download a copy of the HSE Guidance HS(G)47,
please use the following link:
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/books/hsg47.htm

N
N

N

7

Regard had to response (Section 49)
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline.
The Proposed Development does not include for any
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline.
The Proposed Development does not include for any
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline.
Protective provisions dealing with any crossing are
included within the DCO.
The Proposed Development does not include for any
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline.

The Proposed Development does not include for any
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline.

Summary of response
Further information in relation to National Grid's gas
transmission pipelines can be accessed via the following
internet link:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DD
C/gastransmission/gaspipes/
National Grid will also need to ensure that our pipelines
access is maintained during and after construction.

Change?
Y/N

N

Our pipelines are normally buried to a depth cover of 1.1m
however; actual depth and position must be confirmed on
site by trial hole investigation under the supervision of a
National Grid representative. Ground cover above our
pipelines should not be reduced or increased.

N

If any excavations are planned within 3m of National Grid
High Pressure Pipeline or, within 10m of an AGI (Above
Ground Installation), or if any embankment or dredging
works are proposed then the actual position and depth of
the pipeline must be established on site in the presence of
a National Grid representative. A safe working method
agreed prior to any work taking place in order to minimise
the risk of damage and ensure the final depth of cover
does not affect the integrity of the pipeline.
Excavation works may take place unsupervised no closer
than 3m from the pipeline once the actual depth and
position has been has been confirmed on site under the
supervision of a National Grid representative. Similarly,
excavation with hand held power tools is not permitted

N

N

8

Regard had to response (Section 49)

The Proposed Development will not affect access to the
Gas Transmission pipeline during construction or
operation.
The Proposed Development does not include for any
underground cables south of the Towy Valley. As such
there will be no cables within the vicinity of National Grid’s
Gas Transmission Pipeline. The overhead line which is
proposed to cross the Gas Transmission Pipeline has
poles positioned such that they will lie outside of the
pipeline exclusion zone.
No excavations are planned within 3m of the Gas
Transmission Pipeline.

No excavations are planned within 3m of the Gas
Transmission Pipeline.

Summary of response
within 1.5m from our apparatus and the work is
undertaken with NG supervision and guidance.
We would request that the potential impact of the
proposed scheme on National Grid's existing assets as
set out above and including any proposed diversions is
considered in any subsequent reports, including in the
Environmental Statement, and as part of any subsequent
application.
Where any diversion of apparatus may be required to
facilitate a scheme, National Grid is unable to give any
certainty with the regard to the feasibility of any proposed
diversions until such time as adequate conceptual design
studies have been undertaken by National Grid. It is
essential that such studies are undertaken and completed
in advance of the DCO application being submitted to
ensure that appropriate powers and land interest/rights for
the diversion of National Grid's apparatus are included
within the DCO application.
Where the promoter intends to acquire land, extinguish
rights, or interfere with any of National Grid apparatus,
whether resulting in extinguishment or diversion and/or
within public highway or third party land, protective
provisions will be required in a form acceptable to it to be
included within the DCO.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

Works proposed to existing assets potentially affected by
the Proposed Development (which do not include
National Grid assets) have been identified and
considered within the relevant sections of the ES.

N

It is not proposed to divert any National Grid infrastructure
as a consequence of the Proposed Development.

N

Protective provisions dealing with any crossing are
included within the DCO.

9

Summary of response
National Grid requests to be consulted at the earliest
stages to ensure that the most appropriate protective
provisions are included within the DCO application to
safeguard the integrity or re-provision of our apparatus
and to remove the requirement for objection. All
consultations should be sent to the following:

Change?
Y/N
N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
WPD wrote to National Grid, at the address provided in
March 2015. The letter included the draft DCO.

DCOConsultations@nationalgrid.com
as well as by post to the following address:
The Company Secretary
1-3 The Strand
London
WC2N 5EH
In order to respond at the earliest opportunity National
Grid will require the following:
Draft DCO including the Book of Reference and relevant
Land Plans
Shape Files or CAD Files for the order limits
Where a diversion is anticipated or proposed, attention
should be drawn to the supporting details of any proposed
power and land interests/rights in the draft DCO to be
transferred to or benefit National Grid.
Network Rail
Network Rail must be satisfied that the physical railway

N
10

The Proposed Development does not cross the current

Summary of response
infrastructure is protected and that the development will
not have an adverse effect upon the safety of the railway
line. This may be through increased usage of a level
crossing or rail bridge by construction traffic associated
with the Proposed Development or disruption to rail
services during installation or maintenance of the
overhead lines across the railway line.
Any proposals that include the installation of cables under
or over the railway, any methods of electricity
transmissions across Network Rail's land, or any access
rights, temporary or otherwise will require the necessary
property agreements to be entered into with our
Easements and Wayleaves Team who can be contacted
on <easements&wayleaves@networkrail.co.uk>. Please
note that Network Rail will seek protection from the
exercise of compulsory purchase powers over operational
land whether for permanent or temporary purposes.
Network Rail would have strong concerns if, during the
construction or operation of the electricity connection,
abnormal loads would use routes that include Network
Rail assets (e.g. level crossings, bridges etc) and would
advise that, if any Network Rail assets are affected,
contact is made with our Asset Protection Engineers to
confirm if any proposed route is viable.
A strategy must also be agreed to protect our assets from
potential damage caused by abnormal loads in
association with the implementation of the Brechfa Forest
Electricity Connection. I would also advise that where
damage, injury or delay to the rail network is caused by
abnormal load (related to the development), Western

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
railway network. Similarly no railway bridge or level
crossing will be crossed by traffic associated with
construction with the exception of the A40 crossing of the
rail line at Pensarn, south of Carmarthen. The A40 is an
existing trunk road and its use by construction traffic
should not affect the safe operation of the railway.

N

The Proposed Development contains no proposals to
install cables under or over a railway nor does it propose
to erect any electrical apparatus or require access rights
over land controlled by Network Rail.

N

No abnormal loads are predicted as a result of the
Proposed Development.

N

No abnormal loads are predicted as a result of the
Proposed Development.
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Power Distribution or relevant contractors would incur full
liability.
I note from the information provided in respect of this
Stage 3 consultation that the proposed routing of the
overhead lines and proposed construction routes do not
appear to directly impact upon Network Rail infrastructure
or its assets. Should these proposals be amended which
would consequently affect Network Rail's assets Western
Power Distribution must contact Network Rail's Asset
Protection Team
(assetprotectionwales@networkrail.co.uk) well in advance
of commencing any works.

Change?
Y/N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

No amendments have been made to the development
post Stage 3 Consultation that have resulted in an impact
upon Network Rail Infrastructure or its assets.

Ministry of Defence, Defence Infrastructure Organisation (DIO) – Safeguarding Department, Statutory and Offshore.
Thank you for consulting the Ministry of Defence (MOD)
on the above Proposed Development which was received
by this office on 28/11/2014. I can confirm that the MOD
has no safeguarding objections to this proposal.

N

Confirmation of no effect upon existing operation,
therefore no change required.

N

Confirmation of no effect upon existing operation,
therefore no change required.

Western Power Distribution
The Brechfa connection is required to allow the Brechfa
Forest wind turbines to connect to the electricity
distribution network and WPD as the regulated distribution
network operator (DNO) for South Wales, have a statutory
licence obligation to enable this to happen.
WPD have considered whether the proposed new 132kV
connection will have any significant impacts on our
existing network in the area or whether our supporting
business divisions, including our helicopter, property and
12
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Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

telecoms (Surf Telecom) sections are impacted. I can
confirm there are no matters or concerns to highlight in
any of these areas.
Welsh Government, Energy, Water and Flood Division, Energy Policy Branch
As a general comment, the Proposed Development
should be in accordance with the policies set out within
the Welsh Government's Planning Policy Wales with
particular reference to Technical Advice Note (TAN) 8:
Planning for Renewable Energy

N

http://wales.gov.uk/topics/planning/policy/tans/tan8/?lang=
en
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The Proposed Development is considered to be in
accordance with PPW and TAN8 in that its construction
and operation would enable renewable energy to be
distributed from a consented wind farm located within the
TAN 8 Strategic Search Area G Brechfa Forest. TAN 8
Annex C paragraph 2.13 provides comment on grid
capacity in Wales. It notes that in south and west Wales
there is ‘currently’ some significant spare capacity in the
distribution and transmission systems operated by
Western Power Distribution. At the time of its
preparation, this statement was correct. Capacity was
available, and remains as such in parts of the area within
which WPD operates. Spare capacity on the network at
Rhos, Carmarthenshire, for example was available for
use by the operators of the Alltwalis Wind Farm. The
Strategic Optioneering Report prepared by WPD and
submitted with this application explains the current
situation with regard to capacity of the network concluding
that a connection at Llandyfaelog is the closest point on
the existing network with capacity to take the energy
generated by the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm.
Planning Policy Wales Ed7 Chapter 12, paragraph
12.8.14 recognises that additional electricity network grid
infrastructure will need to come forward to support SSAs
and that the local planning authority should facilitate

Summary of response

You will be aware of the Welsh Government's preferred
option for undergrounding of cables wherever possible,
and we welcome the fact that some of the proposed route
is undergrounded. It would be helpful to know if WPD
have formed a view on underground cabling not being
considered as integral to NSIPs and cannot therefore form
part of a DCO, but would be subject to determination by
the Local Planning Authority under the Town and Country
Planning Act (though under the General Permitted
Development Order 1995, could be argued to be
permitted development).

Change?
Y/N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
appropriate proposals. Further consideration of how the
Proposed Development accords with national policy is set
out within the Planning Statement.
WPD understands that Welsh Government’s (WG)
position with regard to undergrounding is set out within
‘Letter to Chief Planning Officers’ dated July 2011 and
within the Energy Policy Statement 2012. The former
states that where new grid is required, the expectation is
that the grid company and regulator will ensure that it is
located, designed and installed as sensitively as possible,
using appropriate techniques, including the use of
undergrounding.
The Energy Policy Statement 2012 states that WG will
work closely with the grid company and the regulator to
ensure that new grid connections are provided
sensitively. It states that it will seek that connections run
underground where they would otherwise impact on
protected landscapes.
There is no policy position relating to the undergrounding
of cables within Planning Policy Wales edition 7.
WPD’s understanding of the policy expectations stated
above is that are directed more towards the larger-scale
grid infrastructure proposed in Mid Wales. Secondly that
undergrounding is an appropriate technique to deliver a
sensitive connection in protected landscapes.
WPD considers that its approach consistent with WG
policy. The connection as proposed is smaller and less
visually intrusive than a steel lattice tower network.
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Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
However, WPD is undergrounding the most sensitive part
of the connection accepting that the Towy Valley is not a
statutorily designated landscape.

For the remainder of the connection we note the
emphasis on the least visually intrusive single pole
construction.

N

Land Use: we would welcome the opportunity to comment
on the proposed Construction Management Plan
prescribed in Table 8.4 of the Environmental Statement
which is intended to provide detail in respect of the
protection, conservation and reinstatement of soil. It is
recommended that any planning consent is conditioned
requiring that the Construction Management Plan is
forthcoming prior to construction works commencing.
Historic Environment: Cadw has been involved with
consultation meetings on the Historic Environment
assessment and in the opinion of Cadw, the assessment

N

N
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WPD considers that undergrounding across the Towy
Valley is integral to the project and can therefore form
part of the DCO. The purpose of undergrounding across
the Towy Valley is to mitigate what might otherwise be
significant environmental effects arising from an overhead
line. WPD believes that this view is supported by NPS
EN5 (footnote to paragraph 2.8.8), which recognises that
situations may occur where undergrounding may form
part of a scheme where it is proposed as mitigation for
the adverse impacts of a proposal which does require and
is granted development consent.
The Proposed Development is predominantly single pole.
Of a total 203 pole locations, 131 will be single pole. Of
the 72 twin pole locations 22 would be located within
Brechfa Forest.
The Construction Environmental Management Plan is one
of the suite of documents submitted with the DCO
application. A draft CEMP was submitted to
Carmarthenshire County Council (CCC), Natural
Resources Wales (NRW) and WG for comment on 03
March 2015. Comments received were incorporated into
the final document.
WPD welcomes recognition that Cadw has been involved
with the project since its earliest stages of development
and that the assessment work undertaken is in

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

work has been carried out in accordance with the agreed
methodology.

Regard had to response (Section 49)
accordance with agreed methodology. Furthermore,
WPD notes that Cadw agrees that no designated
monuments or settings will be adversely affected. WPD
notes that Cadw also concurs with the conclusions
reached with regard to the potential for effects upon
undesignated monuments, the Landscape of Outstanding
Historic Interest and listed buildings.

The historic environment assessment has concluded that
no designated monuments or their settings will be
adversely affected by the proposed connection and Cadw
concurs with this conclusion. A number of undesignated
monuments have been identified during the works but
none of these are of National significance and appropriate
mitigation has been proposed to protect these sites.
The route of the proposed connection will cross the
Registered Towy Valley Landscape of Outstanding
Historic Interest. The likely impact of the Proposed
Development on the historic landscape has been
recognised and a section crossing the River Towy where
a significant impact could have occurred has been
proposed to be buried thus significantly reducing the
impact. With this mitigation measure the historic
environment assessment has concluded that the
proposed connection will have a minor impact on the
registered landscape and Cadw concurs with this
assessment.
The historic environment assessment has identified that
there will be no direct impact on any listed building but
there will be a negligible impact on the setting of the
Church of St.Maelog, Llandyfaelog(82398). Again, Cadw
concurs with this assessment.
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Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

The assessment work has been carried out in accordance
with the agreed methodology and in Cadw’s opinion the
development proposed will not have a significant impact
on the historic environment.
NATS Ltd
NATS does not anticipate any impact from this
development and has no comments to make on the
proposal.

N

Confirmation of no effect upon existing operation,
therefore no change required.

N

Confirmation of no effect upon existing operation,
therefore no change required.

N

A Written Scheme of Investigation, which details how
undiscovered archaeological remains will be dealt with,
was compiled and submitted to Dyfed Archaeological
Trust for comments prior to DCO submission. The Written
Scheme of Investigation is included with the DCO
application documents as Volume 8.9.
A watching brief during stripping of the working width is
proposed to mitigate any physical effect. Also, a Written
Scheme of Investigation has been produced detailing

The Coal Authority
As this proposal lies outside of the defined coalfield, in
accordance with Regulation 3 and Schedule 1 of the
Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms
and Procedure) Regulations 2009 it will not be necessary
for any further consultations to be undertaken with The
Coal Authority on this Nationally Significant Infrastructure
Project.
Dyfed Archaeological Trust
The report makes it clear (para.11.2.13) that, although no
known archaeology is identified as potentially suffering
loss or significant harm as a result of the Proposed
Development, there is still the possibility of discovering
and potentially affecting unrecorded archaeological
remains.
Of particular significance, the development will cross the
Towy Valley registered in the landscapes of outstanding
historic interest in Wales (HLW(D)5) and identified in the

N
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Summary of response
report (para.11.5.19) as an area of known palaeoenvironmental importance. This is the only designated
asset within the Proposed Development limits
(para.11.5.5) and the construction phase will have a
physical effect as a result of overhead line installation,
stripping of the working width for the underground cable
and the temporary removal of field boundaries
(para.11.6.6)
Mitigation measures will require agreement prior to works
commencing and we understand (para.11.9.6) that RSK
Environment Ltd will produce an outline written scheme of
investigation that details the proposed archaeological
work.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
specific mitigation. The Written Scheme of Investigation is
submitted as Volume 8.9.

N

A Written Scheme of Investigation, which details how
undiscovered archaeological remains will be dealt with,
was compiled and submitted to Dyfed Archaeological
Trust for comments prior to DCO submission. A final
version of the Written Scheme of Investigation will be
submitted and agreed with Dyfed Archaeological Trust
prior to construction work commencing.

N

WPD submitted a draft HRA to NRW for comment on 3
March 2015. Comments received were taken into
consideration in the preparation of the final HRA
document submitted with the DCO application as Volume
5.4.

Natural Resources Wales
As detailed within Paragraph 7.2.6, under the terms of the
Habitat Regulations Assessment 2010 (as amended), the
decision maker must consider, prior to granting a DCO
whether the project will have a significant effect on a
European designated site. In order to assist in this
process sufficient information must be provided to support
the preparation of a Habitat Regulation Assessment
(HRA). We acknowledge the commitment within
Paragraph 7.2.6 to provide this as part of the DCO
application, however, given the importance of the HRA in
the DCO process we strongly recommend pre-submission
discussions with us prior to the formal application. In our
experience this does assist all parties in resolving any
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Summary of response
issues at the earliest opportunity.
Notwithstanding the above, we advise that any HRA
prepared should include justifications for any feature
which has been screened out of the assessment and
detailed information on avoidance and mitigation
proposed to ensure no significant effect on the features of
the Afon Tywi Special Area of Conservation (SAC). In
addition, the HRA must assess in-combination effects
from any other plan or project within an appropriate area
or which are hydrologically connected to the Afon Tywi
SAC.
From the information provided we would have concerns
regarding the storage, use and disposal of chemicals
used in the Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD) and
under- grounding of cables beneath the Afon Tywi. We
recommend that the management of these chemicals at
all stages of the scheme be clearly documented to inform
the HRA for the site.
We note from Chapter 7 and various references
throughout the draft ES that the DCO application will be
supported by a Construction Environment Management
Plan (CEMP) to detail various mitigation measures
associated with the Proposed Development. We would
welcome the opportunity to comment on the draft CEMP,
including the supporting Waste Management Plan (WMP),
Pollution Prevention Plan (PPP), Water Management Plan
(WMP), Emergency Response Plan (ERP) and Invasive
Species Plan, prior to the submission of the DCO
application. Additional comments on this aspect are
provided under Chapter 20 Environment Management.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

Comment noted; these details are included in the HRA. A
list of projects has been agreed with NRW for the incombination assessment.

N

Appropriate storage, use and disposal of chemicals used
in the HDD process are described in the CEMP to ensure
that pollution risk is avoided or minimised. The CEMP
has been submitted as part of the DCO application.

N

The CEMP and its associated plans were submitted to
NRW on 3 March 2015 for comment prior to DCO
submission. Comments received prior to submission
were incorporated.
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Chapter 8 - Land Use, Agriculture and Forestry.
Paragraph 8.9.1 details that in order to minimise the
impact on forest resources consideration would need to
be given to the following points at the detailed design
stage.

Change?
Y/N
N

Comments noted and have been addressed in the
relevant sections of the ES (refer to chapter 10, Forestry
and Land use).
Subsequent discussions with NRW indicated that the
current Brechfa Forest Design Plan has been, to all
intents and purposes, superseded as a consequence of
the felling work undertaken to accommodate the
consented Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. It is
understood that the design plan will be revised once the
construction of the wind farm has been completed.

Minimising the areas required to be clear felled and
designing a felling plan to be compatible with the Brechfa
Forest Design Plan;
Ensuring clear felled areas are planted and/or managed
for ecological gain according to the Habitat Management
Plan (see Chapter 10) consistent with objectives agreed
with NRW and that do not preclude return to woodland
following decommissioning;
Assessing the potential loss of FSC certification for certain
stands of felled woodland; and determining any need for
planting new areas of woodland in compensation
according to the Woodland Wales Strategy.
We note the need for a Habitat Management Plan (HMP)
however, there is no reference to this under Chapter 10.
As above, we would welcome the opportunity to comment
on a draft HMP prior to the DCO application submission.
We note that the construction of the overhead line (OHL)
will result in a loss of up to 10ha of forest. Whilst we note
the commitment to compensatory planting in line with the
‘Woodlands for Wales' strategy, justification should be
clearly documented for the need for this loss. As raised by
Carmarthenshire County Council in previous consultations
the relocation of the sub-station to the South-West corner

Regard had to response (Section 49)

The Habitat Management Plan (HMP) was submitted to
NRW for comment. It included an outline planting design
and species list for Brechfa Forest. Comments received
were considered in the finalisation of the document which
has been submitted as an appendix to the CEMP.

N

The HMP was submitted to NRW for comment and is an
appendix to the CEMP, which is submitted as part of the
application.

N

The amount of forest loss and the felling regime will be
agreed with NRW forestry managers with the objective of
minimising impacts on forestry operations as well as tree
loss. Discussions are ongoing with NRW to identify and
agree the appropriate means to compensate for the loss
of forest and the results of this discussion will be placed
before the examining authority during its consideration of
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of the forest could negate the need for this area of clear
felling. Detailed justification should be provided on this
aspect of the scheme.
Chapter 9 - Landscape and Visual Assessment

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
the DCO.

N

We are satisfied that our previous requirements, as
detailed below, have been incorporated into Chapter 9 of
the draft ES.
Optimum use of all 5 Aspects of LANDMAP to provide
baseline landscape data in the assessment of landscape
effects. LANDMAP Visual and Sensory Aspect data is a
key factor in the identification and assessment of
sensitivity for the project Landscape Character Areas
(pLCAs), as detailed in Appendix 9.2;
Assessment of effects on both the existing adopted and
proposed Special Landscape Areas designation
boundaries, as detailed in Appendix 9.3;
Assessment of residential visual amenity to be included
for properties within 100m of overhead line, as detailed in
Paragraph 9.7;
Locally promoted trails to be included within scope of
visual assessment, as detailed in Appendix 9.6;
Other recreational and visitor locations (e.g. camping
sites) to be included in the visual assessment, as detailed
in Appendix 9.8;
21

The observations are noted.

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Cumulative assessment includes various types of
development (e.g. small scale wind turbines, solar PV
sites and telecommunication masts), as detailed in
Section 9.11;
Cumulative assessment is to assess both the additional
and combined effects of existing, consented and
Proposed Developments, as detailed at Section 9.11.
Section 9.4 Assessment Methodology

N

The observations are noted.

We consider that the methodology is in accordance with
current published guidance as set out in the Guidelines for
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (3rd Edition
2013). It correctly distinguishes between landscape
effects and visual effects, the levels of significance are
defined appropriately, and the assessment process is
transparent and follows recommendations as set out in
current guidance.
Section 9.6 Construction Phase Effects

N

The observations are noted.

The likely landscape and visual effects resulting from the
construction of the development are properly identified
and reasonably described and assessed.
Section 9.7 Operational Phase Effects

N

The observations are noted.

The likely landscape and visual effects resulting from the
operation of the development are properly identified and
reasonably described and assessed. We agree with the
assumption made in Paragraph 9.7.1 that ‘the overhead
22
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Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

sections of the Proposed Development have been
assumed to be a permanent feature that will not be
decommissioned and removed within a foreseeable
timeframe’, but we note that the approach also considers
the potential ‘reversibility’ of effects.
Section 9.8 Decommissioning Phase Effects

N

The observations are noted.

We note that the decommissioning phase of the
landscape and visual assessment has been scoped out
as confirmed by Paragraph 9.8.1.
Section 9.9 Mitigation Measures

N

The observations are noted.

Paragraph 9.9.1 of the draft ES confirms that the
‘mitigation of landscape and visual effects of both the
underground and overhead sections of the Proposed
Development is primarily embedded within the design of
the infrastructure and its routeing’. Details of design and
alignment mitigation are reasonably described, together
with other mitigation measures, including the landscape
reinstatement works proposed to underground sections of
the route.
Section 9.11 Cumulative Effects

N

Chapter 9 of the ES provides additional consideration of
the effects of the Proposed Development in relation to
existing operational overhead power lines and the risk of
visual convergence resulting in an undesirable
‘wirescape’. Additional narrative and reasoning is
provided in the assessment but no significant cumulative
effect is identified for any character area or visual
receptor.

We consider that the approach to the assessment of
cumulative effects is in accordance with guidance
contained within GLVIA 3rd Edition. Furthermore, we note
the amendment made to the cumulative assessment
(Paragraph 9.11.3) to include an assessment of both the
combined and additional cumulative effects.
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Notwithstanding the above we have concerns regarding
the potential understatement of the cumulative effects in
the southern corridor arising from the convergence with
the existing high voltage overhead line (near Viewpoint 5).
We note that Paragraph 9.4.10 does confirm that
‘landscapes with already high levels of prominent existing
electricity infrastructure and telegraph poles may display
high susceptibility.’ The design should seek to avoid these
‘wirescape conflicts' in order to reduce the landscape and
visual effects - we note the commitment in the draft ES
(Paragraph 9.12.1) that ‘in undertaking this draft
assessment consideration has been given to the need for
and practicality of further design iterations to further
reduce the effects identified.’
Chapter 10 - Ecology

Change?
Y/N

Y

We have set out below a number of observations on the
draft ES with regard to European Protected Species
(EPS), which are given the highest level of protection in
British law and reflected in planning policy. We advise that
these matters are addressed and appropriate revisions
made to the ES in order to demonstrate that there will be
no detriment to the maintenance of the favourable
conservation status of the species concerned.

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Further clarification to demonstrate that there will be no
detriment to the maintenance of the favourable
conservation status of the species concerned is included
in the technical reports appended to Chapter 10 of the
ES.
The HMP contains the strategy for vegetation removal,
reinstatement and aftercare.
The CEMP provides details on techniques to be used
during hedgerow removal and a commitment has now
been made to translocate hedgerows wherever possible.

Notwithstanding these comments, we feel that in terms of
managing the likely impacts of the scheme, the ES would
benefit from a comprehensive strategy for vegetation
removal, reinstatement and aftercare, using as far as
reasonably practicable reinstated or translocated
24
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hedgerow stock. In principle, setting out a more detailed
comprehensive approach to this within the ES or as part
of a HMP could offset some of the perceived shortfalls
within the survey work, outlined below.
Appendix 10.1 Bat Technical Report

Change?
Y/N

N

Section 1.2 Methodology
We note that a search of the local records centre for bat
records was undertaken to inform the draft ES although
the significance of these records for the Proposed
Development does not appear to have been considered.
For example, it is not clear whether there are bat roosts
close to the project's proposed working area, and if so,
what the potential implications of the project may be for
these roosts (i.e. severance of flight routes).

Regard had to response (Section 49)

All bat records have been assessed for their significance
in relation to the proposed scheme. The bat technical
report has been updated to better reflect this. There will
be no severance of flight routes as a result of the
construction or operation of the connection. Confirmation
of bat roosts close to the proposed working area is
provided in the final bat technical report, an appendix to
Chapter 8 of the ES.
Figure 2 has been updated and is included within Volume
8.4 of the ES within the bat technical appendix.

The records obtained are displayed in Figure 2 but the
scale of the illustration, the similar colours used for
different species and the lack of identification of the record
type (e.g. type of roost) renders the information difficult to
read and interpret.
We advise that these issues are addressed within the ES
and Figure 2, and presented in a way that also supports
an assessment of the significance of local bat records for
the project, and the conclusions drawn from that
assessment.

Survey locations were chosen based on a number of
criteria including: proximity of bat records, presence of
trees and streams associated with the linear feature, and
the proximity of likely roost sources such as woodlands,
buildings or groups of trees.

With regards to bat activity surveys, in our response to the
25
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Change?
Y/N

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) scoping request
to the Planning Inspectorate (dated 08 August 2014), we
advised that activity surveys be devised to compliment
roost assessments, to facilitate the identification of key
flight routes to/from roost sites, as well as identifying
areas of importance to bats for foraging. This information
is needed to inform an impact assessment of the
development and guide mitigation requirements.

Regard had to response (Section 49)
The rationale behind this selection was that surveying the
best features for bats, such as those with trees or
streams, including areas close to potential roost sources,
was most likely to detect commuting bats heading away
from local roosts.
Further information has been provided in the bat technical
report, included as an appendix to Chapter 8 of the ES,
on selection of survey locations, which is considered to
be sufficient for assessment purposes.

With regard to these surveys, we note from Paragraph
1.2.20 that the survey locations were chosen on the basis
that they supported, or were adjacent to ‘optimal bat
roosting, foraging and/or commuting habitat’. It does not
appear that site selection was influenced by the results of
the local records centre search, or by any information
gained on potential bat roosts during the field surveys.

Chapter 7 of the Bat Conservation Trust (BCT) guidelines
deals with bat activity surveys. In Section 7.5: Survey
Effort it states that “When undertaking survey at sites
proposed for development, the survey effort should be
proportionate to the likely use of the site by bats and the
potential effects of the proposed development on the
species present”.

We advise therefore that the ES include a more detailed
justification for the selection of survey sites, to explain
how the sites selected are considered sufficient to assess
the full impacts of the scheme, including in respect of
severance, and in locations where roosts may be located
nearby.

WPD is of the opinion that the loss of mature trees (only
trees within toppling distance of the overhead line may be
felled) when the shrub/understory is retained will not
cause severance of linear features, and will not impact
foraging/commuting bats. Therefore it considers that the
level of survey effort suggested by NRW, that is activity
surveys every month in May, June, July, August and
September, is not proportionate to the potential effect of
the Proposed Development.

We also note that the activity surveys were undertaken in
August and September, later in the bat season. The ES
should explain why the surveys were undertaken at this
time of year. In correspondence with your ecological

This view was shared with the NRW protected species
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Change?
Y/N

consultant, (RSK, dated 16 May 2014) and our
aforementioned EIA scoping opinion response, we
advised that surveys should be undertaken in accordance
with the Bat Conservation Trust's guidance (Bat Surveys:
Good Practice Guidance (2012)). Our response indicated
that bat surveys should be distributed throughout the
period that bats are active (May-September inclusive) to
establish seasonal differences.

Regard had to response (Section 49)
team during a meeting on 19 September 2014 when
photos of existing 132kV lines in the Brecon Beacons
National Park were shared (in areas sensitive for bats
and dormouse). NRW agreed with this view during the
meeting and when a follow up email was sent on 8
October 2014 summarising our approach.

Section 10.6 Assessment of Impacts: Construction Phase.
In terms of the potential impacts of the scheme we advise
that the significance of severance is examined and where
relevant how this will be addressed detailed in the ES.

N

Section 10.9 Mitigation Measures: Construction Phase

Y

We note the intention to replant gaps with native, mature
stock, however, if habitat severance is likely to have
implications for significant roosts nearby, we advise that
hedgerow translocation is used to facilitate quicker
reinstatement. With reference to Paragraph 10.9.25 of the
draft ES, we advised your ecological consultant (email to
27

In their response to an email on 27 November 2014,
NRW did not raise any objections to WPD’s survey
approach and stated ‘We confirm that Species Team
agree with the proposed approach however we would
urge the applicant to consider hedgerow translocation
wherever possible, rather than replanting with semimature stock (ie. make as much use as possible of what
is already there, rather than destroying that and starting
again).’
Hedgerow translocation has now been included as part of
the scheme.
There will be no severance impacts as a result of the
construction or operation of the connection. This has
been clarified in Chapter 8 of the ES.
Hedgerow translocation will now be utilised for hedgerow
crossings within the underground section as the
underground sections are the only areas where
hedgerows would be removed. The woodland either side
of the Nant Morlais at the south of the route will be
crossed by hand-stringing so that no ground clearance
will be necessary providing safe access on foot can be
achieved by only coppicing/felling of mature trees within

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

(Editor’s note: personal details removed)), RSK, dated 27
November 2014) to consider the use of hedgerow
translocation wherever possible.

toppling risk. Hazel will be planted in this woodland as an
enhancement measure only. Establishment will be
monitored and this is outlined in the HMP which is an
appendix to the CEMP.

The ES should include measures to monitor any
vegetation planted or re-instated to address gaps created
in hedgerows or woodland, and address any issues of unsuccessful establishment/re-establishment.

Pre-felling inspections will be undertaken of all bat trees.
This will also apply during the operational phase and this
has been updated in Chapter 8 of the ES.

We note that all trees at risk of pruning or felling to
accommodate the works to install the grid connection
were assessed for their potential to support roosting bats.
Of these it would appear that ten were considered to have
potential (Category 1 or 1* according the Bat
Conservation Trust's Bat Surveys: Good Practice
Guidelines) but that upon further, more detailed
inspection, none were found to have evidence of bats.
We therefore concur with Paragraph 10.9.22 and Table
A1 of the Bat Technical Report (Appendix 10.1) regarding
pre-felling checks. We advise that the ES confirms that
surveys including emergence observations are
undertaken in accordance with national guidelines by a
suitably qualified and licensed ecologist. Further, we also
advise that the ES confirm that these requirements also
apply during the operational phase (Section 10.10 of the
draft ES).
Appendix 10.4 EPS Licence Application - Dormice Method
Statement

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Y
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Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Section C. Survey and Site Assessment
We note that a search of local record centre data was
undertaken for dormouse records. However, the
assessment of this data in Section C.1 is unclear. It is
stated that none of the records are crossed by the
Proposed Development, the closest being 1km from the
Proposed Development, it then later states that recent
records of dormice exist within the area of the Proposed
Development. Clarification needs to be provided in terms
of the relevance of the pre-existing records in context of
assessing the impacts of the scheme, (reference to
Section C.6 below), taking into account habitat linkages
between the records and the proposed working area.

Further information has been provided within the ES,
Dormouse Technical Report, on the nature of the local
records and their relevance to the proposed working
areas.

We note that Section C.4 of this Appendix is incomplete;
this needs addressing.

Section C.4 contained the Figures, which are provided at
the end of the document.

We advise that Section C.6 includes a detailed rationale
for the selection of dormouse survey sites, to include
reasons for selection of sites for nest tubes in respect of
existing dormouse records obtained and the presence of
suitable habitat. During pre-application discussions, it was
indicated by yourselves that a sampling strategy was to
be adopted with assumptions taken about the presence of
dormice in any suitable habitat ‘sufficiently well connected’
to the survey sites depending on the survey results. It is
not clear whether any areas have been identified where
dormouse presence has been assumed. We advise that
‘sufficiently well connected’ is defined in the ES and

Dormouse presence has been assumed for hedgerows
connected to the woodland either side of the Nant Morlais
at the south of the route where a breeding population was
identified. This is shown in the CEMP. The survey
strategy is explained further Chapter 8 of the ES and the
Dormouse Technical Report.

This information has been provided in the updated
Dormouse Technical Report, included within the ES.
The table has been revised in the updated Dormouse
29

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

reference given to our EIA scoping opinion response
dated 06 August 2014.

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Technical Report, included in the ES.

The ES should also include a rationale for the density of
deployment of tubes across the survey sites, which
appears to be variable between the sites.
In terms of setting out the results of the surveys, we
advise that the dormouse survey locations are included on
one table, rather than split over two (C-1 Dormouse
Survey Locations and C-2 Dormouse survey site scores)
and should include all of the following:
Reference number of dormouse survey area;
Grid reference of dormouse survey area;
Habitat description;
Length (m) and/or Area (ha) of survey area (as
appropriate to the habitat type); (as advised in our email
to (Editor’s note: personal details removed)), RSK, dated
16 May 2014)

The evaluation of the complete data set now presented in
the Dormouse Technical Report, included as an appendix
to the ES, indicates that all sites bar one have scored 20
points or above.

The number of tubes deployed;
Which months nest tubes, deployed between April and
October were checked rather than the overall number of
checks;
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Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

The survey points; and
Whether they were subjected to a nut search (and if not,
why not).
We note that several survey sites scored less than 20
survey points, the threshold considered to constitute
sufficient survey effort.
Section D Impact Assessment and Section E Mitigation,
Compensation and Monitoring. The impact assessment
focuses on the impacts to Nant Morlais woodland (Site 1),
where a reasonable survey effort was undertaken and
dormice were confirmed as present. We are of the view
that where it has not been possible to execute the
minimum level of survey work to reasonably conclude
absence, as would appear to be the case at a number of
sample sites, a precautionary approach is adopted. We
understood as indicated above that dormouse presence
would be assumed, given its widespread presence in this
area.
In this context, we advise that the ES contain a strategy
for vegetation removal for the whole scheme, which
addresses the timing and methods of removal and
proposals for reinstatement. As indicated above, we
advocate the use of translocated vegetation (for example
hedgerows) for more rapid reinstatement, and would be
looking for this method where dormice are implicated.
Where mature stock is to be used for planting, we advise
that they should be native species of local provenance
(Table E1 Habitat Loss and Gains Table).

N

WPD considers that a reasonable survey effort has been
made to conclude absence along the rest of the route.

Y

A strategy for vegetation management is provided within
the HMP which is an appendix to the CEMP. Hedgerow
translocation is also outlined within the CEMP.
Any hazel planted in the woodland alongside the Nant
Morlais, for enhancement, will be of local provenance.
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Summary of response
With reference to Section E.1 Site Clearance Methods,
where dormice are present we do not advocate clearance
to ground level during the winter (October to March). We
wish to see an alternative strategy employed such as a
two stage clearance or vegetation removal when dormice
are active but outside of the breeding season. We
endorse that any areas to be cleared are checked by a
suitably qualified, experienced and licensed ecologist prior
to clearance commencing.
Section E.1 also contains conflicting information which
needs to be addressed. The text states that vegetation will
be cleared to ground level, but also that coppicing using
hand tools will be undertaken.
With regards to post-development monitoring we advise
that a scheme is prepared to monitor the effectiveness of
mitigation measures specifically implemented to address
the impacts of this scheme. We would anticipate this to
include monitoring the success of new or replanted
vegetation put in to reinstate gaps, measures to address
any issues with the failure of these measures and
dormouse monitoring. We would be happy to discuss
what might be reasonable with regard to the latter.
With regard to routine maintenance of the OHL postconstruction, this is a separate issue to this current
application. We can confirm, however, that vegetation
management under power lines is an activity that Natural
Resources Wales (NRW) would consider for a programme
of works EPS licence application. Any such licence
application would need to be submitted to NRW's Species
Licensing Team.

Change?
Y/N
Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
This has been updated in the Dormouse Technical
Report, included in the ES. Tree felling or coppicing and
hand-stringing through the woodland alongside the Nant
Morlais will be undertaken in September/October. A
licensed ecologist will be present throughout the works.

Y

This has been updated.

Y

Thirty dormouse boxes will be installed in the woodland
either side of the Nant Morlais and monitored, this has
been updated in the Dormouse Technical Report,
included in the ES. Hazel will be planted in the woodland
alongside the Nant Morlais as mitigation.
Establishment will be monitored and this is outlined in the
HMP which is an appendix to the CEMP.

N
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Noted.

Summary of response
Otters: with reference to Paragraph 10.6.59 within the
draft ES, we note that a survey for otters found evidence
of a resting place within the Nant Morlais woodland (Otter
Survey Site 1 see Figure 3 within Appendix 10.6 Otter and
Water Vole Technical Report). We advise that the ES sets
out the working width of the scheme through this
woodland, and the likely impacts of the development on
this resting place, including a consideration of the
potential for disturbance.
We note also that otters were found to be moving
throughout the watercourses implicated by the Proposed
Development. We therefore advise that the ES includes
working protocols as appropriate to the likely impacts of
the Proposed Development. For example, construction
activities should be confined to daylight working hours
only (i.e. 1 hour after sunrise to 1 hour before sunset),
working methods should be in place to avoid otters
becoming trapped in any trenches, and materials should
be stored away from watercourses to avoid inadvertently
creating otter resting places. If any existing otter resting
places are likely to be affected, further measures may be
required.
We note from Paragraph 2.5.9 that Western Power
Distribution (WPD) typically do not remove hedgerows
during construction of an OHL as they are able to span
over them. However, it is our understanding from preapplication discussions that farmers often request poles to
be located within hedgerows rather than more centrally
within fields for ease of land management. The ES should
clarify whether any poles are likely to be located within

Change?
Y/N
Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
This has been updated in Chapter 8 of the ES.

Y

This has been updated in Chapter 8 of the ES. A
requirement has been included within the draft DCO for
directional lighting away from watercourses.

Y

No poles will be located within hedgerows and there will
be a minimum standoff distance of 2m. Gaps will be
required in four hedgerows to create new field accesses.
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Summary of response
hedgerows and if so, the maximum working width likely to
be required to be cleared to accommodate them.
We note from Paragraph 2.5.10 that all trees within topple
or contact distance of the OHL will be pruned or felled as
appropriate, and that 5m clearance will be given
underneath the OHL. However, there is no indication of
the likely working width during construction within
woodland blocks affected. We advise that the ES includes
confirmation of the working (construction) width within
woodlands and hedgerows affected by the scheme.
Paragraph 2.5.1 details that it will be necessary to
temporarily remove sections of hedgerow. Where existing
entrances have to be temporarily widened or trenching
works undertaken the translocation of hedgerows rather
than removal should be considered. Where permanent
hedgerow removal is required, again where possible, we
advise that these hedge sections are translocated locally.
Consideration should also be given to the laying of
hedges traversed by the OHL rather than cutting back,
and the provision of stock proof fencing each side, where
possible. Laying the hedges would retain the trees
including any lichens or insects living on them. A layed
hedge would also create an excellent habitat for nesting
birds as well as retaining flight-lines for bats. Double
fencing of the hedges where possible would create a thick
tussocky habitat at the base of the hedge especially
suited to insects and small mammals. In addition, layed
hedges grow slower than coppiced hedges and many of
these could be maintained with a tractor mounted hedge

Change?
Y/N

Y

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Two woodlands are crossed by the line. Hand-stringing
would be used for the woodland at the south of the route
so no clearance would be required, other than to ensure
safe access for the stringing as well as for the sectional
felling or coppicing by hand of trees within toppling
distance. Subsequent maintenance of vegetation would
be required to ensure a 5m clearance beneath the
conductors. The second woodland crossing uses an
existing farm access.
Temporary removal of hedgerows would take place in
three locations within the section that is proposed to be
undergrounded. In these locations, the hedges will be
translocated. At some access locations hedgerows may
require pruning or cutting back where they have become
overgrown with a small number removed to create new
field accesses where they do not presently exist.
Hedgerows will be layed where the OHL is proposed to
cross.
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Summary of response
cutter, reducing the long term maintenance costs.
Section 42 Habitats. As highlighted within Paragraphs
10.6.8 to 10.6.10 of the draft ES the Proposed
Development will affect areas of priority habitat at two
locations. These are the marshy grassland near Alltwalis,
and the blanket bog west of Rhydargaeau. Whilst we note
and accept the mitigation measures outlined in
Paragraphs 10.9.5 to 10.9.7 of the draft ES clarity should
be provided on why these areas cannot be avoided. When
considering the ecological impacts of any development,
the overriding principle is to avoid sensitive receptors. If
such areas cannot be avoided, this must be clearly
justified.
Section 42 Habitats. In addition, where poles are to be
located on more ecologically sensitive habitats, details
should be provided on how access across these habitats
will be managed, including the use of temporary protective
boarding, where necessary.
Invasive Species. As noted from Paragraph 10.9.18 of the
draft ES, owing to the presence of invasive plant species
along the proposed route an Invasive Species
Management Plan will be prepared for the development.
We would support this approach however, it may be
prudent to incorporate a draft plan within your future DCO
application.
Watercourses/Riparian Corridors. We note that Paragraph
10.9.17 details mitigation measures for any proposed
open cut watercourse crossing points. We note the
intention to utilise geotextile matting, where necessary,

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

A number of factors were considered when routeing the
overhead line and while Section 42 habitats were avoided
wherever possible, in some locations this was not
possible and minimising the impact to these habitats was
the priority. WPD consulted at various stages of the
routeing process with NRW to minimise, if not avoid,
impacts to these habitats. This included site visits with
NRW officers. The justification for selecting the current
alignment route is contained within the Alternatives
chapter (Chapter 3) of the ES.

Y

All access routes are shown and assessed within the ES.
Details of methodologies proposed to manage temporary
access are also provided in the CEMP.

Y

A draft management plan has been produced as an
annex of the CEMP, which was submitted for comment to
NRW on 3 March 2015.

Y

All watercourses within the undergrounding section will be
drilled, using an HDD method, rather than open cut.
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Summary of response
and welcome this commitment to the use of
bioengineering techniques instead of hard engineering
methods such as block stone and gabions.
With regard to any overhead crossings, pole locations in
the vicinity of watercourses must be set well back from the
banks. We therefore recommend a minimum 7 metre
buffer be retained between any development activity and
the top of the banks of the watercourse.
We note from Figure 10.2 Map 11 that the one pole
appears to be sited in very close proximity to the right
hand bank of the Nant Felys. As above, a 7 metre buffer
is required in order to avoid damage to banks, bankside
vegetation, potential soil compaction and the movement of
watercourses that could give rise to future erosion issues.
We note that the ES makes no provision for ecological
enhancement. In line with TAN 5 Nature Conservation
and Planning (September 2009), the ES should identify
opportunities for the enhancement of nature conservation
interest.

Chapter 12 - Geology, Hydrology and Ground Conditions.
We note the content of Chapter 12 and welcome the
mitigation measures outlined within Paragraphs 12.5.37 to
12.5.64.
Chapter 12 - Geology, Hydrology and Ground Conditions.
We also note the intention to undertake a CEMP. As
highlighted above we would welcome the opportunity to
comment on the draft CEMP prior to the submission of the
DCO application.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Y

The scheme has been designed to ensure no works will
take place within 7m of a watercourse with micro-siting
restricted as appropriate.

Y

This pole has now been moved and at least a 7m buffer
can be accommodated.

Y

Ecological enhancements are outlined within the HMP
which is an appendix to the CEMP. In addition, it has
been agreed that a monetary contribution would be
provided by WPD and made available to landowners via
grants to fund replacement tree planting and other
landscape enhancements within 3km either side of the
Proposed Development.
Comment noted.

N

Y
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The draft CEMP was circulated for comment on 3 March
2015 prior to submission of the application. Comments
received have been duly considered.

Summary of response
Chapter 13 - Hydrology and Flood Risk. As confirmed in
our response to the EIA scoping request as there are no
permanent structures, other than poles, to be located
within our current flood outlines there is no requirement
for a flood consequences assessment to support the
development.
We note and welcome the approach outlined in Paragraph
13.5.72 that the pipeline crossing will be a minimum of 1m
below the bed level of the River Towy and the entry/exit
compounds will be approximately 25m from the top of
bank. We would reiterate our previous advice that any
associated infrastructure should be located away from any
watercourse in this area given their mobile nature.
As noted in Section 13.9 Flood Defence Consents will be
required from ourselves for any works within 7 metres of a
main river. We can confirm that permanent consents will
be required for all the proposed pipeline crossings and
temporary consents will be required for the crossings to
be installed via open cut trenching. As also noted Land
Drainage Consents must be sought from Carmarthenshire
County Council for any works which will affect the flow
within any ordinary watercourse.
We are satisfied that the ES has adequately assessed the
development in terms of the hydrological constraints. In
addition, we welcome the mitigation measures outlined
within Section 13.9 and note that these will be secured via
the CEMP. As highlighted above we would welcome the
opportunity to comment on the draft CEMP prior to the
submission of the DCO application.
Section 20.2 Environmental Management during

Change?
Y/N
N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Noted.

Y

Noted. This advice has been followed in the design of the
Proposed Development. The HDD under the River Towy
would be a minimum of 5m below the river bed.

Y

Consents will be applied for as necessary but it should be
noted that three crossings of tributaries of the River Gwili
will now be crossed by HDD rather than using open cut.

N

Comment noted. The draft CEMP was circulated for
comment to NRW on 3 March 2015 prior to submission of
the application.

Y

Comment noted. The draft CEMP was circulated for
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Summary of response
Construction. We note the additional plans to be produced
in support of the CEMP, as outlined in Paragraph 20.2.4,
we would welcome the opportunity to comment on the
draft plans prior to submission of the DCO application.
Within Paragraph 20.2.4 specific mention is given to
Waste Management, Pollution Prevention, Emergency
Response and Water Management Plans. We would
welcome the opportunity to comment on these specific
draft plans prior to the submission of your DCO
application. These plans should draw on the pollution
prevention measures which are detailed throughout the
draft ES (for example Section 13.9) and standard
Pollution Prevention Guideline documents which are
available from the Environment Agency's website
www.gov.uk/government/organisations/environmentagency. In addition, we also request that the following
points are taken into consideration to ensure that
controlled waters are protected throughout the duration of
the scheme.
Access routes - a clear plan of the proposed and existing
access routes, including whether these features will be
permanent/temporary.
Open cut trenches - we note from the draft ES that these
will be constructed in lengths of 500-800 metres and filled
with a layer of sand and stone dust. There is a risk with
such long lengths of trench that during wet periods any
exposed stone dust could become mobile and cause
pollution to controlled waters. This is of particular
relevance for the open cut sections adjacent to the Afon
Tywi and along the Afon Gwili (Figure 2.1, Map 5). The

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
comment to NRW on 3 March 2015 prior to submission of
the application.

Y

Comment noted. The draft CEMP was circulated for
comment to NRW on 3 March 2015 prior to submission of
the application.

N

Proposed access will be included within the Order Limits.

Y

Comment noted. Suitable measures have been proposed
in the CEMP. Sand will now be used rather than stone
dust across the Towy Valley, in the areas adjacent to the
River Towy and River Gwili. Trenches will be a maximum
of 500m in length.
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Summary of response
monitoring of weather conditions should be incorporated
into the pollution prevention plan and suitable measures
put in place for this aspect of the scheme. We also advise
that consideration be given to shorter trench lengths,
where possible.
HDD - the plan should include detailed information on the
storage, handling and disposal of any fuels/oils/chemicals
associated with the Proposed Development with particular
reference given to those involved with the HDD. The plan
should also address how the ‘mud pit’ from the HDD will
be safely stored and disposed of without causing pollution
to the Afon Tywi.
During felling the Forest and Water Guidelines should be
adhered to and suitable measures implemented to protect
surrounding watercourses. Where possible, the use of
brash mats is encouraged to reduce soil erosion and trap
any suspended solids. Regular monitoring of
watercourses should also be undertaken during the
duration of the felling and construction period.
The draft ES states that pollution incidents will be selfreported to NRW. We encourage the reporting of all
environmental incidents to our hotline 0800 80 70 60 and
advise that this requirement to be written into the
Emergency Response Plan and disseminated to onsite
personnel.
We support the commitment within Paragraph 20.2.5 that
the aforementioned plans, will provide a system to monitor
and audit environmental performance. With regard to
ecological issues, due to the scale of the proposed works
and areas of sensitive habitat involved, an Ecological

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Y

Comment noted. Suitable measures have been proposed
in the CEMP.

Y

The requirements of the ‘Forests and Water: UK Forestry
Standard Guidelines, 5th Edition, 2011’ will be followed as
necessary. Soil erosion will be minimised by spreading
chippings or other measures such as brash mats.

N

N
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Monitoring of watercourses within the Towy valley will be
undertaken during the construction phase.
Comment noted. Suitable measures have been proposed
in the CEMP.

Comment noted. Suitable measures, including a specific
role for a project ecologist, have been proposed in the
CEMP.

Summary of response
Clerk of Works should oversee the proposed scheme.
This should be noted within the ES as not specifically
referenced in Chapter 10.
We note the commitment within Paragraph 20.2.13 for an
environmental monitoring programme and we will want to
review any monitoring programmes with specific reference
to water related and ecological issues.
There are a number of references within the draft ES and
supporting appendices to our legacy body, the
Environment Agency (EA), these should be amended to
Natural Resources Wales (NRW) where appropriate.
If, any further consultations are received or as part of the
final ES it would be useful if the amendments/additions to
this draft ES are clearly highlighted for ease of reference.

Change?
Y/N

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Comment noted. Suitable measures have been proposed
in the CEMP. The draft CEMP was circulated for
comment to NRW on 3 March 2015 prior to submission of
the application.
Comment noted. Corrections made where necessary.

N

Comment noted. A ‘Key Changes’ document will be
included as part of the revised ES.

N

WPD has considered carefully the appropriateness of the
infrastructure it proposes to employ to connect the
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. This consideration has
taken into account the sensitivity of the environment,
amenity and WPD’s statutory duty to provide an efficient,
coordinated and economic connection. WPD has
concluded that a combination of overhead line and
underground cable balances best the above
considerations. NPS EN5 states at paragraph 2.8.2 that
Government does not believe that overhead lines are
generally incompatible in principle to the developers
statutory duty but recognises that both lattice steel towers
or wooden poles can give rise to landscape and visual
impacts depending upon their scale, siting, degree of

Carmarthenshire County Council
Notwithstanding the above, members of the Planning
Committee wished to reassert the 'notice of motion'
agreed at Full Council in July 2013 for the proposed line
to be undergrounded. This position has not changed and
it remains the aspiration of the Council's elected members
that the proposed grid connection is undergrounded in its
entirety. However, it was recognised that further technical
evidence, subsequent to July 2013, outlined in WPD
consultation documents and in the officer's report would
be difficult to challenge on planning policy grounds when
the project comes before the Planning Inspectorate's
Examining Authority in Spring/Summer 2015.
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Summary of response

The project construction programme is estimated to last
nine months including a month for reinstatement works.
The main construction compound will be established at
the Carmarthen showground and will act as a hub for the
storage and distribution of materials and poles. Two
satellite compounds will also be established along the
proposed route. The main construction compound will
require temporary planning permission
WPD conclude in their draft ES that there will be no

Change?
Y/N

N

N
41

Regard had to response (Section 49)
screening and the nature of the landscape and local
environment through which they are routed. Government
states that for the most part, these impacts can be
mitigated but that at particularly sensitive locations
potential landscape and visual impacts may make an
overhead line unacceptable in planning terms. WPD
undertook an exercise to consider the appropriateness of
overhead lines between the proposed wind farm and
point of connection (reported within the Route Alignment
Selection Report September 2014 and summarised within
Section 3.7 of the ES). The exercise looked at the
potential for landscape and visual effects, effects upon
the historic environment, ecological and other
environmental effects. It concluded that an overhead line
across the Towy Valley would give rise to ‘serious
concerns’ (NPS EN5 2.8.8) and as such mitigation, in the
form of undergrounding, was decided upon. In all other
parts of the Proposed Development, WPD concluded that
an overhead line was compatible with its statutory duty,
and guidance contained with UK, national and local policy
documents.
The summary provided by the council is correct and
reflects the information supplied by WPD during statutory
consultation.

The summary provided by the council is correct and

Summary of response
significant impacts on land uses, soils, agriculture or
forestry during the operational phase of the Proposed
Development. The construction phase of the development
will disrupt agricultural activity but this is likely to be
negligible. They have also confirmed that no land will be
taken permanently out of agricultural use, whilst no
access land will be permanently removed or obstructed.
Notwithstanding WPD's conclusions, the review of the
draft ES by the Council's officers, has highlighted areas
which still need to be assessed, therefore the conclusions
are questioned at this stage. For example details of the
location and scale of the undergrounding compound north
of Abergwili Road will need to be provided.
Furthermore justification is required why an alternative
location for the substation in the south west of the Brechfa
Forest cannot be found. A substation at the western edge
of the forest would avoid the need for the creation of a
linear corridor for the OHL and removal of up to 10ha of
trees.

The route of the Proposed Development passes through
four regional landscape character areas from south to
north: the Gwendraeth Vales (rolling, pastoral
countryside), the Towy Valley (flat, open pastoral land),
the Carmarthenshire Foothills (mixed agricultural
influences with some settlements) and the Cambrian

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
reflects the information supplied by WPD during statutory
consultation.

Y

Subsequent to statutory consultation, WPD has finalised
the location of the proposed undergrounding site
compound and this location is to be located outside of
land subject to flooding. Access to the compound has
been discussed with CCC highways officers.

N

The proposed site of the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm
and its substation was consented as part of the DCO
application for that development. WPD is not the wind
farm developer and therefore has no direct control over
where the substation is sited. The wind farm developer
has requested a connection to the substation in the
consented location and WPD has a statutory obligation to
provide this connection. Whilst WPD could submit a
planning application to provide a substation in a different
location it would have no powers to require the wind farm
developer to implement the consent.
Comment noted.

N
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Summary of response
Mountains (high open moorland and coniferous forest).
The draft ES concludes that no significant effects on the
landscape character of the Towy Valley during the
operational phase were identified, due to the decision to
underground the route where the potential effects of an
OHL would have a high likelihood of presenting serious
concerns from a landscape and visual perspective.
No locations were identified that would experience any
highly significant visual effects from the presence of the
OHL, however, moderate but significant visual effects
would be experienced as a result of the OHL by the
receptors identified below:

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

The summary provided by the council is correct and
reflects the information supplied by WPD during statutory
consultation.

N

Comment noted. No change to the Proposed
Development is required.

- 21 residential properties
- 9 groups of residential properties
- 8 footpaths
- 1 campsite
- 2 sections of a promoted cycle path
Assessment Methodology: The Council considers that the
methodology is in accordance with current published
guidance as set out in the Guidelines for Landscape and
Visual Impact Assessment [3rd Edition 2013]. It correctly
distinguishes between landscape effects and visual
effects, the levels of significance are defined
appropriately, and the assessment process is transparent
and follows recommendations as set out in current
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Summary of response
guidance.
Construction Phase Effects: The likely landscape and
visual effects resulting from the construction of the
development are properly identified and reasonably
described and assessed.
The Council's Public Health Services Division Section
have been consulted and provided the following
comments in respect of noise and vibration:
In relation to the operational phase of the Proposed
Development, it is acknowledged that at the Scoping
Stage the Secretary of State has agreed that the
operational noise effects of the development could be
scoped out of the assessment if further justification was
presented with the Environmental Statement. It is also
acknowledged that the closest residential receptor is 70m
from the proposed overhead lines, and it was stated
previously that the impact would be negligible at a
distance of 50m. However, Public Protection would
welcome further information on any mitigation measures
proposed in order to ensure noise disturbance is
minimised.
In relation to construction noise, the Environmental
Statement contains considerable detail regarding
predicted noise impact in line with the relevant guidance
BS5228. It clearly sets out the estimated duration of the
works; it is expected that further information regarding this
matter will be submitted with the Construction
Environmental Management Plan when known. The
proposed hours of operation are in line with the relevant
standard, and noise modelling has been carried out to

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

Comment noted. No change to the Proposed
Development is required.

N

A site visit and additional information of WPD’s
maintenance and construction methods were provided to
CCC.

N

Comment noted. Further measures are included in the
CEMP which was submitted to CCC in draft form for
comment in March 2015.
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Summary of response
assess the impact on nearby noise sensitive receptors
which predict that the development will not result in a
significant impact.
The Environmental Statement also acknowledges that
some of the detail regarding the construction works, such
as Contractor Contact Details and a Noise Monitoring
Plan, would not be available until after detailed design, at
which point a Construction Environmental Management
Plan (CEMP) would be submitted containing this
information. It has also been acknowledged that mitigation
measures are to be integrated into the CEMP. It is
recommended that this document is submitted and
approved prior to the development commencing.
Air Quality: Construction phase activities associated with
the Proposed Development may give rise to dust
emissions, although these will be temporary in nature and
restricted to areas close to the construction activity.
WPD consider that the highest risk of dust impacts will be
associated with earthworks (e.g. open cut trenches and
HDD) and "track out" (the tendency for vehicles leaving
sites to deposit material on roads near to the site).
Where the risks of dust impacts are highest, WPD
propose mitigation measures e.g. Dust Management Plan.

Without knowing full details of vehicle movements at this
stage and the periods of highest activity, CCC would
question whether atmospheric pollutants associated with
construction vehicles have been adequately assessed.
These details will need to be submitted before WPD

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

The draft CEMP was circulated for comment to CCC on 3
March 2015, prior to submission of the application.

N

Comment noted.

N

Comment noted.

N

Comment noted. The Dust Management Plan is included
as an Annex in the CEMP. The draft CEMP was
circulated for comment to CCC on 3 March 2015, prior to
submission of the application.
Details of anticipated construction vehicle movements
were provided to CCC in advance of submission. Details
are provided in the ES to substantiate the conclusions
that air quality impacts would not arise.

N
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formally submits its DCO application so an assessment of
impacts can be made.
WPD's draft ES indicates that the majority of traffic arising
from the Proposed Development is associated with the
main construction compound on the A40 (Nantyci
Showground). This may be the case, however, the
Council has not seen details of movement numbers
associated with the construction phase and each pole
location at this stage and therefore cannot comment on
this conclusion. It is likely that the impact will be
negligible, however, this needs to be qualified. Details of
temporary works compounds and their access
arrangements are also requested, whilst the developer is
advised to follow due process regarding abnormal loads.
The Council would expect to see these details for
comment prior to formal submission of the DCO
application.
WPD considered the potential socio economic impacts of
the grid connection upon access, recreation and tourism.
The study area includes a range of activities which include
angling, horse-riding, adventure activities and other
organised events.
During the construction and operational phases of the
development WPD conclude there will not be any
significant effects on the enjoyment and/or use of
recreational attractions and tourist accommodation. These
conclusions are reasonable in the context of the scale and
location of the proposal in relation to these facilities.
Whilst it is regrettable that there is a visual impact on
access routes, it appears that on the majority of routes the

Change?
Y/N

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)

The draft ES (PEI) Chapter 16 did provide information on
vehicle numbers based upon the 28 routes that would be
taken to the, at that time, 86 access points. This
information was provided for all traffic, for LGVs and
HGVs. This included the access to the Nantyci
Showground where 4,096 two way movements are
anticipated across a 38-week construction schedule.
Final changes to the scheme following consultation have
resulted in the preparation of an amended Traffic and
Transport chapter in the ES. The revised vehicle numbers
anticipated per access and link were provided to CCC for
comment prior to the submission of the application and
comments received were duly considered.

N

Comment noted.

N

Comment noted.

N

Comment noted.
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impact has been assessed as 'not significant' with only a
relatively small number of routes affected significantly and
then to a low or medium degree. Therefore, on balance, it
appears that the development is successful in limiting any
negative visual impact.
Electric and magnetic fields (EMFs) are produced by
human activities where electricity is produced, distributed
and used, including electrical substations, power lines and
electrical equipment.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

Comment noted. Compliance with accepted regulations
and industry guidance will ensure that EMF levels are
below relevant safe limits at nearby receptors.

N

Comment noted.

All OHL produce EMFs, and tends to be highest for a
ground-level receptor directly underneath the line, but
diminishes rapidly with increasing distance. For
underground lines electrical fields are blocked by the soil;
whereas magnetic fields are not blocked but diminish
rapidly with increasing distance from the source. It is not
evident in the draft ES at which distances the effect of
EMF diminishes.
In line with the NPS for Electricity Networks Infrastructure
EN-5, it has been shown that the relevant electrical
infrastructure will comply with the current public exposure
guidelines, so no further mitigation is necessary, and
there will be no residual effects.
The assessment of cumulative effects took into account
proposed and existing development proposals such as
LDP land designations, existing and proposed wind
turbines and electricity wires, poles and pylons. WPD
have concluded that there will be no significant cumulative
impacts.
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Notwithstanding the developer's conclusions on the
project's cumulative impacts, the Council has concerns
that the cumulative impact of the OHL with existing
electricity lines in the Gwendraeth Vales character area
has been underestimated.

An assessment of 'inter-relationships' has considered the
way in which separate impacts may contribute to affect
the same receptor. For example, separate impacts such
as noise and air quality may combine and affect a single
receptor such as fauna, resulting in an overall significance
of effect that is greater than the individual effects when
considered on their own.
WPD have concluded that there are no potential interrelated effects identified that could interact to lead to a
greater significance of effects than already identified in the
topic specific chapters. This conclusion is considered
reasonable following the Council's review of the draft ES.
This statutory consultation has allowed the Council's
officers to review and assess the impacts of the proposed
Brechfa Forest connection project. Issues and concerns
have been highlighted for the developer to consider
before the formal submission of the application. These
have primarily focused on a lack of information and there
is an expectation that further clarification will be given to
the Council before the developer formally submits the
application to the Planning Inspectorate.
Principle issues include the lack of mitigation and

Change?
Y/N
N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Chapter 9 of the ES provides additional consideration of
the effects of the Proposed Development in relation to
existing operational overhead power lines and the risk of
visual convergence resulting in an undesirable
‘wirescape’. Additional narrative and reasoning is
provided in the assessment but no significant cumulative
effect is identified for any character area or visual
receptor.
Comment noted. Inter-relationship effects have been
considered.

N

Comment noted.

N

WPD confirmed in a letter to CCC (dated 12 January
2015) that the information requested would be submitted
for comment prior to the submission of the DCO
application. CCC was provided with copies of the draft
HRA, HMP and CEMP (including CTMP). Comments
received were considered and amendments made prior to
submission of the documents with the DCO application.

Y

WPD had made it clear to CCC that, prior to statutory
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Change?
Y/N

enhancement in relation to biodiversity interests which will
be impacted upon as a result of tree and vegetation
clearing for the OHL, whilst key documents such as a
Habitat Management Plan and a Construction
Environmental Management Plan have not been
submitted for assessment.

The acceptability of the proposal in landscape and visual
terms cannot be confirmed at this stage as there are
concerns that the proposal's cumulative impact with
existing electricity lines south of Carmarthen has been
under-assessed by the developer.

Y

With regard to cultural heritage impacts, further
clarification is requested regarding the impact upon the
setting of listed buildings, whilst highway impacts cannot
be ascertained without more details of construction
movements associated with the Proposed Development.

N
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consultation, the CEMP and HMP would not form part of
that consultation, but would be made available as drafts
to the council prior to the submission of the DCO
application. This was confirmed by letter dated 12
January 2015. WPD’s approach to the location and siting
of the Proposed Development has been to avoid,
wherever possible, sensitive features, including features
of biodiversity interest. As such a significant amount of
mitigation is embedded within the design. With regard to
additional biodiversity mitigation and enhancement, the
scheme has been amended such that the CEMP now
includes for a protocol setting out when hedge laying
should be undertaken as opposed to strimming.
Furthermore the HMP includes for enhancement of the
forest ride that will be created and for improvement to the
bog habitat at Rhydargaeau. Additional enhancement in
the form of a payment to CCC to operate a landscape
and biodiversity grant scheme has been agreed and is
subject of a Section 106 agreement.
Following the close of statutory consultation, WPD
discussed the nature of the comment with CCC. The
issue of cumulative impact with existing electricity
infrastructure has been revisited by WPD and reassessed. The conclusion remains that there will be no
significant effect.
Subsequent to the receipt of the statutory consultation
response WPD arranged for its heritage consultant to
meet with the relevant officers at CCC. This meeting
involved a site visit to the receptors identified by CCC as
requiring further clarification. Following the site visit,

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
WPD provided a revised assessment to CCC for
comment. The conclusions reached within the revised
assessment have been agreed between WPD and CCC
and have been incorporated into the ES which
accompanies the DCO application.

Notwithstanding the above, the undergrounding of the
proposed line under the Towy valley is considered a
positive feature of the project which will overcome
significant adverse impacts upon this sensitive landscape.
Furthermore the identification of the southern connection
point near Llandyfaelog has prevented a much longer
overhead line and the associated environmental impacts it
would have. Finally it is considered that the submitted
information complies with established methodologies for
the assessment of environmental impacts and robust
assessment has been provided on many of the topic
areas. With the exception of the issues identified the
conclusions have been fairly assessed and are
considered acceptable.
Members are therefore requested to endorse the content
of this report and the accompanying Annex 1 as the
Council's formal response to the Section 42 consultation
relating to the Brechfa Grid Connection Project.
Para 2.5.1 Construction – the CMS should contain a
method statement for the removal and replacement of
hedgerow.

N

WPD notes the comments made by CCC with regard to
the positive benefits that arise to the environment from
undergrounding as opposed to overhead lines across the
Towy Valley. Similarly WPD notes that CCC recognises
the benefits to the environment of a shorter connection to
near Llandyfaelog rather than one to Swansea North
Substation. CCC’s conclusion that with the exception of
issues raised, the conclusions set out within the draft ES
were fairly assessed and are considered acceptable are
welcomed.

N

Para 2.5.8 and Foot note on Page 12 states that as well
as the section under the Towy, there may also be a need

Y

The HMP and CEMP address hedgerow removal and
reinstatement. The draft CEMP (with a draft HMP as an
annex) was circulated for comment to CCC on 3 March
2015, prior to submission of the DCO application.
Details of the 11kV undergrounding are considered within
the ES. In addition, CCC was informed of the proposed
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to underground short lengths of existing OHL where the
Brechfa Forest Connection crosses them, should there be
insufficient vertical separation distance to ensure
adherence to relevant guidelines. This should be
addressed in the ES; we would wish these details to be
confirmed prior to DCO submission. All areas of
undergrounding must be identified, as undergrounding
has potential to result in greater ecological impacts when
compared to overhead lines. (Other relevant sections –
Para 8.6.23)
Para 2.5.14 - requires further explanation.
Para 2.4.16 - states that where poor or waterlogged
ground is encountered modified foundations are to be
designed on a site by site basis. What would modified
foundations typically involve? This is of concern, as poor
or waterlogged ground is likely to be of higher ecological
value and sensitivity and therefore an idea of the type of
work involved on these sites and how works will take
place would be beneficial to make an informed response
to the application. This should be addressed in the final
ES, but we would wish these details to be confirmed prior
to DCO submission.
Para 2.4.21 - states that a maximum 12.5 m lateral limit of
deviation (LoD) either side of the alignment pole positions
will be included in DCO limits and that this area will be
used where necessary to micro-site poles, where
environmental constraints allow. Much of the ecological
mitigation involves the restriction of micro-siting and the
identification of specific sites for the proposed
infrastructure. It is recommended that a plan of the LoD

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
work by letter prior to the submission of the DCO
application.

N
N

An explanation is now provided within the ES.
There are two poles in boggy ground where the hole
excavated for the pole would need to be filled with a
coarse crushed stone material lined with a geotextile
material to support the pole, prior to covering with the
topsoil. This information will be included in the CMS
(Volume 8.5) and shared with the council.

Y

Limits of deviation are shown on the plans submitted and
will be reduced where necessary for ecological mitigation.
Only 5m lateral deviation is needed for each pole,
whereas the remaining 7.5m is to provide sufficient
clearance for conductor swing.
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with environmental constraints where deviation is
restricted should be addressed in the ES; we would wish
these details to be confirmed prior to DCO submission.
(Other relevant sections – Para 10.5.74, Para 10.9.8)
Para 2.5.1 - states that there may be a need to modify
existing entrances and in some cases it will be necessary
to temporarily remove sections of hedgerow.
Translocation of hedgerows rather than removal should
be considered. Details of proposed mitigation and a
detailed method statement must form part of a draft
CEMP; we would wish to see a draft CEMP prior to DCO
submission for assessment and comment. (Other relevant
sections – Table 8.4 - which states hedgerow sections
removed during works will be replanted where suitable,
again we would wish for translocation to be considered,
Para 9.5.53, Para 10.9.14)
Para 2.5.14 - states that it may be necessary for
environmental reasons, to provide continuity of field
boundaries and hedgerows that cross the cable circuit
and that this is considered necessary to provide
ecological mitigation. The paragraph states that the
proposed methods for reinstatement will require
consideration with respect to the effects on thermal
ratings, this statement requires further clarification and the
implications of this should be provided and addressed in
the ES, we would wish these details to be confirmed prior
to DCO submission.
Para 2.5.20 - This section states that the cable depths for
the HDD sites are to be determined depending on ground
condition, available area, location of the drive site and

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Y

Where it is necessary to remove sections of hedgerow to
facilitate trenching of the underground cable, the
hedgerows will be translocated. The method for
removing and replacing or translocating are set out within
the CEMP. The draft CEMP was circulated for comment
on 3 March 2015, prior to submission of the DCO
application.

N

The cables will be laid in ducts, at a depth sufficient to
allow hedgerows to be returned following translocation.
WPD expects that the hedges will re-establish but each
location will be monitored and replanting undertaken in
the event of failure.

N

The draft HRA was circulated for comment to CCC on 3
March 2015, prior to submission of the DCO application.
A further draft was also submitted in May and no
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bending radius of ducts. This information should be
determined to inform the required Habitats Regulations
Assessment (See Section 7.2.6). We would also wish to
have confirmation of these details prior to the DCO
submission.
Para 2.5.28 - This section states that the underground
(UG) sections in rivers would completed before midOctober – This section should clarify the ecological
mitigation requirements that the HDD Works for the Tywi
will also be restricted to outside the migratory period for
spawning Twaite Shad (April to June) and that open cut
crossings of minor tributaries in the UG section will take
place before October 15th or after April 15th to avoid
impacts on spawning salmonids. This should be reflected
in Appendix 16.2. This must be addressed in the ES; we
would wish these details to be confirmed prior to DCO
submission. (Other relevant sections – Para 10.9.1, Para
10.9.4, Para 10.9.34, Para 10.9.35).
Para 2.8.6 - states that the development of fluid pathways
between the bore hole and surface (for instance where
site investigation bore holes have been drilled and not
sealed) may result in the venting or Frac-Out of drill fluid.
Potential pathways and receptors will be identified for
each site and a Frac-Out Contingency Plan will be
implemented. This information should be determined to
inform the required Habitats Regulations Assessment
(See section 7.2.6) (Other relevant sections – Table 8.4,
Table 12.3, Para 12.5.47). We would also wish to have
confirmation of these details prior to the DCO submission.
Para 2.8.9 - states that a source of water extraction has

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
outstanding comments were recorded.

N

WPD confirms that the HDD operations under the River
Towy will be undertaken after June and before 15
October. The tributaries will also be crossed using HDD.

Y

A frac-out risk assessment has been prepared and used
to inform the HRA which was submitted for comment to
CCC, NRW and PINs. The draft CEMP was circulated for
comment to CCC on 3 March 2015, prior to submission of
the DCO application.

N

WPD confirms that there will be no water abstraction from
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yet to be identified, although water for drilling operations
may be sourced from a local hydrant or abstracted from
local surface waters. This information should be
determined to inform the required Habitats Regulations
Assessment (See section 7.2.6). We would also wish to
have confirmation of these details prior to the DCO
submission.
Para 4.4 - Identification of route corridor – at this stage the
re-positioning of the substation to avoid the need for a
OHL in the forest was not explored and assumption was
made that the original position of the substation be
retained although the position of the connection of the grid
line to the main line changed during this time.

Para 4.4.9 - Does not refer to the fact that CCC
questioned the location of the substation and suggested a
mechanism by which this could be addressed, namely
WPD could add a substation to their application.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
local hydrants or surface water.

N

N
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Reference to the substation is presumed to be with
regard to the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm Substation.
The identification of route corridors (ES section 4.4.) was
undertaken prior to the removal of Brechfa Forest East
and Bryn Llywelyn wind farms from the project. WPD did
consider corridor options which avoided extensive
traversing of the forest which included an option north to
Bryn Llywelyn (crossing the operational Alltwalis Wind
Farm) and one south across the Cothi Valley. Ultimately
WPD is obliged to connect to the point of connection
requested by its client, in this case RWE.
Following a workshop with consultees including CCC on
18 April 2013 the council submitted pre-application advice
in the form of a letter (please note that the date of the
letter was incorrectly referred to as 2012, as was the date
of the referenced workshop). The council’s advice noted
that the corridors presented at the time were influenced
by the location of the wind farm substations and that
WPD could submit details of the substations as part of the
DCO application. The council sought confirmation as to
whether this approach had been considered as a means
of broadening out the corridor options. As a result of the
workshop three additional routeing suggestions were

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Para 4.5.1 - BFE was granted in October 2014 not
December 2013?
Para 4.6 Alignment options - The need for an OHL
through the forest was not considered in the options set
out by WPD. The Council does not consider that the need
for an OHL through the forest was fully reviewed at
workshops with WPD.

N

Para 7.2.6 - highlights the requirement of the decision
maker to consider, prior to granting a DCO, whether the
project may have a significant effect on a European site,
under the Habitats and Species Regulations. It is stated
that to assist in this consideration applicants are
requested to provide information to support the
preparation of a Habitat Regulations Assessment (HRA).
WPD state this will be provided as part of the DCO
application. CCC would have welcomed the opportunity to
see a draft HRA submitted as part of the ES, we would

N

N
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Regard had to response (Section 49)
taken forward as corridors. WPD’s analysis of these
corridors and the reasons for choosing the preferred
corridors were set out within the Route Corridor Selection
Report and Preliminary Environmental Information
December 2013.
The date of consent for Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm
has been updated to October 2014.
WPD did consider options which would involve the forest
to a greater or lesser extent. These were alignment
options leading from the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm
Substation to the Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm
Substation via either a southerly route across the Cothi
Valley, or a more direct easterly route through Brechfa
Forest. Of these two routes it is understood that CCC
favoured the latter. It is correct that WPD did not consider
an alignment which connected to the Brechfa Forest West
Wind Farm Substation in a location which differed from its
consented location. This was because WPD’s connection
offer requires it to connect to the point of connection
specified by the client, RWE.
The draft HRA was circulated for comment on 3 March
2015 and again in May, prior to submission of the DCO
application. The schemes to be included for the incombination assessment have been agreed with CCC
and NRW.

Summary of response
wish these details to be confirmed prior to DCO
submission. The HRA should incorporate the information
requested within this response. CCC would also expect to
be consulted regarding any necessary in combination
assessment. In combination assessments must assess
any major scheme in hydrological connectivity to the Afon
Tywi SAC, as well as schemes within a specified buffer
zone. Cumulative assessments within the ES to date do
not appear to have considered hydrological connectivity,
only a specified buffer distance. (Other relevant sections –
10.2.5, 10.12.1, Section 13.11).
General Comment – Throughout chapter 7 and other
chapters of the draft ES it is stated that information
concerned with various mitigation measures will be
provided within the CEMP (Construction and
Environmental Management Plan) which will be submitted
with the DCO application. CCC would have welcomed the
opportunity to see a draft CEMP submitted as part of the
ES, we would wish these details to be confirmed prior to
DCO submission. (Other relevant sections – Table 8.4).
CEMP Contents - We would expect to see certain details
within the CEMP: strict pollution prevention measures to
reduce the risk of any sediment or pollution entering the
Afon Towy SAC (Para 10.9.3).
CEMP Contents - We would expect to see certain details
within the CEMP: Methodology for use of temporary
protective surfacing to protect sensitive habitats (Paras
10.9.6, 10.9.7, 10.9.16).

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

The draft CEMP was circulated for comment on 3 March
2015 prior to submission of the DCO application.

Y

The CEMP was drafted and submitted to CCC and NRW
for comment on 3 March. The CEMP includes for the
prevention of sediment or pollution to watercourses
during construction. Comments received were duly
considered.

Y

Details of the measures to be taken to protect sensitive
habitats from construction traffic are contained within the
CMS (Volume 8.5) and in section 5.1 of the CEMP.
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CEMP Contents - We would expect to see certain details
within the CEMP : all proposed ecological mitigation
(Section 10.9),
CEMP Contents - We would expect to see certain details
within the CEMP : Invasive Species Management Plan
(Para 10.9.18), Consideration of any unforeseen
contamination (Table 12.8) Embedded Mitigation (Chapter
12).
CEMP Contents - We would expect to see certain details
within the CEMP: Hydrology mitigation measures (Section
13.9).
CEMP Contents - We would expect to see certain details
within the CEMP: Site specific Dust mitigation Measures
(Appendix 15.1 Section 5).
Para 8.1.3 – OHL and undergrounding tally 28.6km. Has
the 29km figure been rounded up or is there 400m
unaccounted for?
Land use: Para 8.5.2 – No reference to where grade 3a
land that could be affected is located?

Land Use: Table 8.4 - Re-instatement after all works Hedgerows – The Council has not discussed hedgerow
removal – presumably this may be in issue with the
undergrounding? If this is the case then the hedgerows
sections to be removed should be placed to one side of
the remaining hedge, then replaced after construction
work is complete as was done for the gas pipeline. This
has proved very successful, but does require that this
work is done in the winter months to avoid the nesting

Change?
Y/N
Y

Y

Y

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
The management of ecological impacts is contained
within Chapter 5 of the CEMP. The CEMP was submitted
to CCC and NRW for comment prior to submission.
The CEMP contains management procedures for invasive
species (5.13) and contamination (5.14). Embedded
mitigation forms part of the scheme design.

The CEMP sets out how effects upon hydrology will be
mitigated using appropriate construction techniques at
section 5.3.
The CEMP includes for the control of dust at section 5.6
and at Appendix 7.

N

The exact figure of 28.6km has been rounded up to 29km
and there is not an unaccounted 400m.

N

Agricultural land classification mapping is insufficiently
precise to accurately record location of grade 3a land. A
worst case has therefore been assumed and all grade 3
land is ‘best and most versatile’ land.
Translocation will be undertaken wherever possible and
within the winter time frames indicated.

Y
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season and also when the shrubs are dormant. Hedgerow
removal and replacement is far more environmentally
acceptable, nor does it involve contract and maintenance.
Land use: Para 8.6.6 - states that WPD has identified an
area of search for an undergrounding compound located
north of the Abergwili Road, the draft ES states that this
would be on land currently used for grazing. The section
states that the precise location and size of the compound
is yet to be confirmed and the potential for effects upon
land use arising from this element of the Proposed
Development will be assessed and presented within the
final ES. CCC would have welcomed the opportunity to
comment on this proposed location, we would wish these
details to be confirmed prior to DCO submission. This
information should also be determined to inform the
required Habitats Regulations Assessment (See section
7.2.6) and relevant ecological investigations as these
areas have not be subject to phase 1 survey. (Other
relevant sections – Para 9.6.11, 10.6.2).
Land use: Para 8.6.9 – Refers to a 50m swathe of tree
clearance in forestry plantation areas to prevent toppling
onto OHL. A 2km of route runs will run through the
plantation but the precise route and felling are to be
agreed with NRW. The Council would expect to see these
details for assessment before formal submission e.g.
cutting period, movements, mitigation for swathe.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

Details on precise location and size of compound was
provided to CCC prior to the submission of the application
in the context of discussions with planning and highways
officers.

N

Information about the forestry clearance is detailed in
Chapter 8 of the ES.
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Land use: Para 8.6.14 - the Draft ES states that felling
proposals will be confirmed in the Final ES, CCC would
have welcomed the opportunity to comment on these, we
would wish these details to be confirmed prior to DCO
submission.
Para 8.6.21 – Unclear what affect bentonite mud has on
agricultural land?
Para 8.9.1 - the Draft ES indicates that felled areas along
the alignment are to be planted and or managed for
ecological gain according to a Habitat Management Plan
(HMP) (See Chapter 10 of the ES) consistent with the
objectives agreed with NRW and so that they do not
preclude return to woodland following project
decommissioning. The section states that full details will
be provided at detailed design stage. It should be noted
however that no suggestion of a HMP or an assessment
of the plantation woodland works is mentioned in Chapter
10, very little detail has been provided as part of the ES
on the ecological proposals for this area and as such
currently ecological gain is lacking. Table 10.8 records the
impact of this proposal as a significant negative effect at a
site level and does not state any gain. CCC would
welcome the opportunity to comment on a Draft HMP and
the forestry proposals; we would wish outline details to be
confirmed prior to DCO submission. (Other relevant
sections – Para 10.7.4)
Para 8.9.5 - The section states that decommissioning
impacts would be similar in scale and nature to those
likely to arise during the construction phase and so the

Change?
Y/N
N

N

Y

N
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Information about the forestry clearance is detailed in
Chapter 8 of the ES.

Bentonite is a non-toxic fine clay but in very large quantity
may reduce drainage capacity of soil, so effort will be
made to prevent its release.
The application is supported by a HMP which forms an
appendix to the CEMP. The HMP was submitted to CCC
for comment prior to submission and contains
management objectives and actions for the improvement
of habitat within the area of forest cleared to facilitate the
proposed development.

The draft CEMP (with a draft HMP as an annex) was
circulated for comment on 3rd March 2015 prior to
submission of the application. Decommissioning within

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

mitigation measures should be applied during this stage
as well. This statement does not account for the proposals
to provide ecological gain or enhancement as detailed
under section 8.9.1. Therefore the impacts to ecology
from decommissioning may be greater. (Other relevant
sections – Para 10.8.2)
General Comments - There is no justification given in this
chapter as to why the sub-station is in the south east
corner of the forest and the power is leaving from the
south west corner. Council officers have discussed this
with NRW, RWE and WPD on several occasions. The
Council has advised that WPD could include in their
application a new position for a substation in the SE
section of the forest, but have received no justified
response. The construction of the overhead line is costly
and requires the loss of up to 10ha of forest. CCC
requests a satisfactory explanation as to why the power
cannot be taken out of the forest in the south west
section. This would avoid the need for the creation of a
linear corridor through the forest for the OH line. The loss
of up to 10ha forest has not been considered in
combination with that which will be lost as a result of the
construction of Brechfa Forest West wind farm (at least 28
x 0.7ha =19.6ha, construction felling, plus track widening).
It is suggested that there are alternatives to the proposed
OH route within the forest that should be fully considered.
The proposed route through the forest should also be
considered in terms of its visual impact in combination
with the 28 turbines and the forest management

N
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the forest ride created alongside the proposed
development is unlikely to require the same amount of
activity as that required during the construction.
Disturbance of the ecological habitats created along the
ride is therefore likely to be not significant, particularly if
undertaken at appropriate times of the year and guided
by a CEMP.
The proposed site of the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm
and its substation was consented as part of the DCO
application for that development. WPD is not the wind
farm developer and therefore has no direct control over
where the substation is sited. The wind farm developer
has requested a connection to the substation in the
consented location and WPD has a statutory obligation to
provide this connection. Whilst WPD could submit a
planning application to provide a substation in a different
location it would have no powers to require the wind farm
developer to implement the consent.
In terms of the cumulative impact assessment, the overall
loss of woodland due to the wind farm and the connection
has been assessed in terms of ecological impact and
landscape/ visual impacts. The loss of forest resource per
se has been agreed in discussion with NRW forestry
managers.

Summary of response
landscape of clear fells and replanting etc.
There are few details as to how the corridor required for
the OHL in the forest will be managed for over the
duration of the development. What type and height of
vegetation will this support?
LVA: Para 9.2.36 – NRW policy position on woodland
aims to achieve planning gain and mitigation including
proposals for compensatory replanting to achieve
equivalent or greater public benefit. This is lacking in
WPD's proposals and falls short of CCC mitigation and
enhancement expectations.

Change?
Y/N
Y

N

LVA: Para 9.4.42 – "some elements of additional
landscape and visual mitigation may nevertheless be
incorporated within the scheme as the assessment
progresses e.g. replacement and screen planting". This is
positive but where are the proposals for CCC to comment
on appropriateness of mitigation?

Y

LVA: Para 9.7.35 – No Highly Significant (Major Effects)
identified. Significant (Moderate) at locations listed in Para

N
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Regard had to response (Section 49)
The draft CEMP (with a draft HMP as an annex) was
circulated for comment on 3rd March 2015 prior to
submission of the application. Comments received were
duly considered.
Following the close of statutory consultation, WPD
engaged with CCC on the matter of mitigation and
enhancement. It has been agreed that WPD would fund
an enhancement project which would provide grant aid to
landowners to plant trees and/or undertake other
enhancements to habitats on their land.
Compensatory planting as per NRW policy represents a
policy position outside NPS and other planning policy
documents. WPD therefore considers it to be a matter for
private negotiation with NRW.
No specific locations for screen planting to mitigate visual
effects are proposed along the alignment of the Proposed
Development. Replacement tree planting to be delivered
within 3km via a grant scheme which shall include for
one or more of the following:
 the laying (and fencing) of hedgerows;
 the planting of trees;
 the planting of new hedgerows/hedgerow plants;
 the blocking of existing drainage ditches
 the removal of invasive species; and
 the provision of nest boxes for birds, bats and
dormice.
No specific locations for screen planting to mitigate visual
effects are proposed along the alignment of the Proposed

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

9.7.35 - 42 dwellings (the NPS states 21 properties and 9
groups of properties? 10 footpaths, promoted walking or
cycle routes and 1 campsite. Despite these conclusions
no screen planting is proposed at these locations.
National Policy Statement (NPS) EN1 - 5.9.22 refers to
the use of landscape schemes to mitigate adverse
landscape and visual effects. Mitigation of this nature is
limited in WPD's proposal?

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Development. Visual effects are not considered sufficient
to justify off-site screen planting or to overcome likely
landowner objections on agricultural land. Replacement
tree planting would be delivered within 3km via a grant
scheme.

Summary of amendments made to Chapter 9 LVA Draft
ES
The Council can confirm that the responses received by
WPD from NRW and CCC have been incorporated into
Chapter 9: Landscape and Visual Assessment of the Draft
ES, as detailed below:
- Optimum use of all 5 Aspects of LANDMAP to provide
baseline landscape data in the assessment of landscape
effects. LANDMAP Visual & Sensory Aspect data is a key
factor in the identification and assessment of sensitivity for
the project Landscape Character Areas [pLCAs], as
detailed in Appendix 9.2;
Assessment of effects on both the existing adopted and
proposed Special Landscape Areas designation
boundaries, as detailed in Appendix 9.3;
Assessment of residential visual amenity to be included
for properties within 100m of overhead line, as detailed in
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Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Section 9.7;
Locally promoted trails to be included within scope of
visual assessment, as detailed in Appendix 9.6;
Other recreational and visitor locations [e.g. camping
sites] to be included in the visual assessment, as detailed
in Appendix 9.8;
Cumulative assessment includes various types of
development [e.g. small scale wind turbines, solar PV
sites and telecommunication masts], as detailed in
Section 9.11;
Cumulative assessment is to assess both the additional
and combined effects of existing, consented and
Proposed Developments, as detailed at Section 9.11.
11.08.14 – Ecological Enhancement – In the CCC officer's
response it was requested that net gain for biodiversity be
explored. The sections referred to where this comment is
addressed appear to be incorrect as Section 1.9 and 1.10
of the Draft ES do not exist. However it is considered that
this should likely read 10.9 and 10.10. See further
comment under Section 10.11 below.
Para 10.6.3 - states that a review of any impacts
associated with upgrading works at New Lodge will be
undertaken for the final ES Submission. CCC would have
welcomed the opportunity to comment on any relevant
ecological investigations (the area has not been subject to
phase 1 survey as yet) and the necessary works due to

N

Comments noted and references updated.

N

Details are provided in the ecological assessment which
will be part of Chapter 10 of the ES.
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Summary of response
the proximity of reptile records and the Ash pits Pond
Local Nature Reserve, we would wish these details to be
confirmed prior to DCO submission.
Section 10.6 Assessment of Impacts: Construction Phase
- despite plantation woodland being identified as an
ecological receptor in Table 10.6 no ecological
assessment of the area has been undertaken, despite the
felling being a necessary part of the development. We
would request clarification of plans for forestry
regeneration. It is assumed that the mitigation detailed in
Sections 10.9.9 – 10.9.14 will not be applicable for the
plantation woodland areas.
Section 10.11 Residual effects – CCC consider that the
requirement for ecological gain and enhancement as
detailed in our scoping response – (Table 10.1 Summary
of consultation relating to Ecology - CCC Scoping
Response 11.08.14 – Ecological Enhancement) is entirely
lacking. The ES mentions ecological gain in terms of the
works required within the plantation woodland but no
information on this proposal is detailed in the ES (see
comments under section 8.9.1 above). Otherwise the
scheme only details mitigation but does not provide any
enhancement, despite enhancement being a requirement
of policy EN1, embedded in the Carmarthenshire Local
Development Plan Policies, advised in Technical Advice
Note 5 and a statutory duty for all public bodies under the
NERC Act 2006. CCC would wish to see a mechanism
put in place to secure enhancements as part of the
scheme, examples may include (on the basis of the
observed impacts of the scheme)

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

The draft CEMP (with a draft HMP as an annex) was
circulated for comment on 3rd March 2015 prior to
submission of the application.

N

Prior to the commencement of development, WPD would
provide a monetary contribution which would be used to
provide grant funding to private landowners to undertake
specified work via the Brechfa Forest Connection
Landscape and Ecology Enhancement Fund. The fund
would be spent in the form of a 100% grant to the cost of
implementing one or more of the following:
 the laying (and fencing) of hedgerows;
 the planting of trees;
 the planting of new hedgerows/hedgerow plants;
 the blocking of existing drainage ditches
 the removal of invasive species; and
 the provision of nest boxes for birds, bats and
dormice.

64

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

1) Details as suggested under section Appendix 10.4.
2) Introduction of bat boxes to enhance the potential roost
stock of the area as many potential tree roosts are to be
affected.
3) A scheme to seek to replace mature hedgerow trees
and provide an element of hedgerow enhancement across
the landscape, this could be in the form of setting up a
project or donating to an existing scheme, specifically as
significant effects during construction are at a local level
and are associated with the loss of woodland, hedgerows
and mature trees.
Para 11.9.1 - Mitigation is proposed which will address
"unforeseen archaeological impact"..if the impacts are
unforeseen and unknown, how can appropriate mitigation
be proposed. DAT advice should be sought by WPD.
Para 11.9.13 - Loss of historic hedgerows would be better
mitigated by removal and replacement as referred to
above. See also para 11.6.8.
Para 11.10.5 - The Council does not consider that
replanting of a historic hedgerow "completely negates an
adverse impact".

N

A Written Scheme of Investigation was compiled and
submitted to DAT for comment prior to DCO submission.

N

Hedgerows would be translocated where possible, as
specified in the HMP.

N

Hedgerows would be translocated where affected in the
Towy Valley.

Enhancement of the historic landscape - Hedgerow trees
are a feature of the Towy Valley but are tending to be lost
as a result of ageing and development. An opportunity
such as this project should not be overlooked as providing

Prior to the commencement of development, WPD will
provide a monetary contribution which shall be used to
implement one or more of the following:
 the laying (and fencing) of hedgerows;
65

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N







an opportunity for some replanting of these trees.

Para 12.5.51 – it is considered that information stated in
this section regarding contamination should be
determined to inform the required Habitats Regulations
Assessment (See Section 7.2.6). We would also wish to
have confirmation of these details prior to the DCO
submission.
Para 17.5.6 - It states that 16 Public Rights of Way are
crossed by the Proposed Development which are then
listed in Table 17.7 though only 15 routes are listed in the
table. One of these 55/PP2/1 is in fact a permissive
footpath rather than a public right of way. BOAT 28/20 is
listed twice under its different link numbers 1 and 2 but it
is in fact 1 Public Right of Way. The route also crosses 2
County Walks and 2 Long Distance Trails and 4 Cycle
Routes.
Table 17.5.6 The development consists of an overhead
line on 15m high poles (approximately). The Council
cannot see that it will have a substantive impact in
crossing public rights of way, County Walks/Long
Distance Trails or Cycle Routes. However, we note that in
the cases of BOAT 28/20, Footpaths 2/8/1, 55/PP2/1,
27/14/1, 26/8/1, 26/9/1 and 27/10/2 the poles to be
installed are stated to be on or in very close vicinity to the
line of the public right of way. The existing width of the

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

the planting of trees;
the planting of new hedgerows/hedgerow plants;
the blocking of existing drainage ditches
the removal of invasive species; and
the provision of nest boxes for birds, bats and
dormice.
WPD is of the opinion that the measures set out in the ES
and the CEMP are sufficient to address potential risk from
unforeseen contamination so no further information would
be required at this stage for the HRA.

N

Information noted and is corrected in the ES.

N

Comment noted. The OHL has been designed so as not
to obstruct or directly impinge upon any public asset.

66

Summary of response
public right of way must not be obstructed or
narrowed/encroached upon by the placing of any structure
on it as legally the public are entitled to use of the full
width of the registered public right of way.
Table 17.20 - States "Where possible, all public rights of
way will be kept open to minimise impact for tourists.
Where this is not possible, a suitable diversion will be
created. Temporary PROW closures or diversions will be
communicated to Carmarthenshire County Council and
other relevant organisations, including Community
Councils. Information will include the duration and
proposed alternative routes"
The Council appreciate the pragmatic approach but would
also point out that closure or works on public rights of way
also have an impact on the local population in addition to
tourists. We prefer public rights of way to be kept open
during construction where this can be done with
arrangements on the ground to enable safe use by the
public e.g. Banks men. However, if a temporary closure
and diversion is required, please ensure that
Carmarthenshire County Council Countryside Access
Service is given sufficient notice to implement any Traffic
Regulation Orders to affect such closures/diversions.
Table 17.20 - States 'Where possible all PROW will be
kept open during maintenance and annual inspection. In
normal operation all access routes will be open to the
public."

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Y

Comment noted. It has been WPD’s intention to use a
banksman wherever possible to avoid closure or
diversion of PROWs. One temporary diversion will be
required for the undergrounding to the south of pole 87.

Y

Comment noted. It has been WPD’s intention to use a
banksman wherever possible to avoid closure or
diversion of PROWs. One temporary diversion of a
footpath will be required for undergrounding to the south
of pole 87.

The Council appreciates the positive intention to keep all
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Summary of response
public rights of way open during maintenance/inspection
and note that all routes will be open during normal
operation. Please note that public rights of way cannot be
closed for more than a short period without a Traffic
Regulation Order being put in place. Early contact with
Carmarthenshire County Council is essential for any
proposed temporary closures.
Appendix 9.6 - Potentially, the greatest effect of the
project on public rights of way and countryside access is
the visual impact of the overhead line and poles running
across rural Carmarthenshire. We note that this aspect
appears to have been comprehensively analysed in
'Visual Impact on Footpath Users'. It assesses the visual
impact of some 80 routes within 1km of the Proposed
Development. It is accepted that the use of wooden poles
and underground section on the route will ameliorate the
visual impact on the landscape. We note that of the 80
routes assessed using objective criteria 4 are considered
to be affected significantly during the construction phase,
and 4 are considered to be affected significantly during
operation in the long term. These include, parts of the
Cistercian Way Long Distance Footpath but 2-3km are
affected. Two routes in the Llangunnor area are affected
by medium to minor alteration in views. A route in
Bronwydd/Newchurch on the southern slopes of a
tributary valley to the River Gwili with a medium degree of
visual change due to removal of some trees and view of
overhead line and poles.
Appendix 9.6 Whilst it is regrettable that there is a visual
impact on access routes, it appears that on the majority of

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

Comments noted, as is the conclusion that the
development has successfully limited any negative visual
impact.

N

The ES provides additional consideration of the effects of
the Proposed Development in relation to existing
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Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

routes the impact has been assessed as 'not significant'
with only a relatively small number of routes affected
significantly and then to a low or medium degree.
Therefore, on balance, it appears that the development is
successful in limiting any negative visual impact.

Para 19.5.30 - No consideration appears to have been
given to the combined effect of the new wirescape of the
OHL and the continued management of the commercial"
forestry as set out in the Forest Design plan.

N

Para 19.5.8 - The project will result in a cumulative loss of
natural (forest) habitat.

N

Para 19.5.9 - How has the loss of 10ha and more been
assessed as not significant?

N

Para 20.2.4 - CCC would advocate the production of a
Habitat Management Plan and an Ecological Mitigation
Plan/method statement to accompany the CEMP and
Final ES.
Para 20.2.5 - Regarding a system to monitor and audit
environmental effects, from an ecological perspective it is
considered that an Ecological Clerk of Works must be

N

N

69

Regard had to response (Section 49)
operational overhead power lines and the risk of visual
convergence resulting in an undesirable ‘wirescape’.
Additional narrative and reasoning is provided in the
assessment but no significant cumulative effect is
identified for any character area or visual receptor.
The route through the forest has been agreed with the
forestry team at NRW.
The ES provides additional consideration of the effects of
the Proposed Development in relation to existing
operational overhead power lines and the risk of visual
convergence resulting in an undesirable ‘wirescape’.
Additional narrative and reasoning is provided in the
assessment but no significant cumulative effect is
identified for any character area or visual receptor.
The route through the forest has been agreed with the
forestry team at NRW.
The project will result in a cumulative loss of managed or
planted conifer woodland. Although a small amount of
natural woodland may also be affected, there is no
cumulative loss identified.
This refers to the felling of a small proportion of the
managed forest, which is not significant in the context of
planned or managed felling regimes.
WPD produced a draft CEMP (with the HMP as an annex)
and this was issued to CCC for comment on 3 March
2015, prior to submission of the DCO application with
comments received duly considered.
A CEMP has been produced as part of the DCO
submission and the details of a project ecologist is
specified in this document. The draft CEMP was

Summary of response
employed for the duration of the scheme, this is not
specifically referenced in Chapter 20.
Para 20.2.13 - CCC would welcome the opportunity to
comment on any ecological monitoring plans. We would
wish to outline ecological monitoring details and proposals
to be confirmed prior to DCO submission.

Change?
Y/N

Y

Table 20.1 - CCC consider it would be sensible to
highlight the potential/requirement for Protected Species
licences to be obtained as appropriate within Table 20.1.
We would also wish to see a greater commitment to
ecological enhancement as highlighted above.

Y

Appendix 10.1: Category 2 trees can be used for mating,
occasional roosting, night roosting or hibernation.
Features that are present are only physically large enough
to support individual or low number of bats. In Table A1 Results of the Tree Assessment and Climbing Surveys for
Roosting bats, it does not appear that category 2 trees
were subject to climbing surveys, it is therefore possible
that lower status roosts may have not been identified.
Under the inspection results section of the table for many
trees it is advised that pre-fell checks by an ecologist are
required. This should be undertaken for all category 1 and
2 trees.

Y

Appendix 10.2: Access into many of the more sensitive
habitats along the route is yet to be determined, including

N
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Regard had to response (Section 49)
circulated for comment on 3 March 2015, prior to
submission of the DCO application.
Details of proposed ecological monitoring plans are
included in the draft CEMP which was circulated for
comment on 3 March 2015, prior to submission of the
DCO application. The draft DCO now includes for rights
to monitor in specific locations.
A draft EPS licence application was included as part of
Volume 3 of the ES.
It has been agreed that a monetary contribution will be
provided by WPD and made available to landowners via
grants to fund replacement tree planting and other
landscape enhancements within 3km either side of the
Proposed Development.
23 category 1 or 2 trees have been identified within the
footprint of the proposed development. All trees
scheduled for removal will be re-surveyed prior to felling.
The approach to pre-felling checks and the approaches to
be taken should bats be found are set out within section 5
of the CEMP which has been consulted upon with CCC.

Detail of habitats relating to access locations has been
provided in ecological assessment in the ES.

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

areas between poles/pole locations – 2 – 4, 19 – 23, 54,
58 – 61, 126 – 130, 156 – 158 and 171.
It is therefore not possible to fully comment on potential
impacts in these areas from an ecological perspective.
These areas must be dealt with sensitively and should be
addressed in the ES, we would wish these details
confirmed prior to DCO submission. An idea of the type of
access work involved on these sites and how the works
will take place would be beneficial to make an informed
response to the application.
Appendix 10.4: The post development mitigation
contingency includes a one off payment to a local
Dormouse monitoring scheme to fund local population
monitoring schemes. It is recommended that this not be
restricted to monitoring but contribute to positive habitat
management and enhancement for dormice. The impacts
of the scheme mean an element of mature vegetation will
be lost for the lifetime of the development. It is considered
that an element of enhancement elsewhere would offset
this impact. Details of where the money, management and
monitoring effort will be targeted should be provided, a
suitable organisation must be identified as there is no
local dormouse group in Carmarthenshire and measures
put in place to oversee the project and monitoring
delivery. These details will allow assessment of the
relevance of the scheme in relation to the anticipated
impacts. An outline scheme should be addressed in the
ES, we would wish these details to be confirmed prior to
DCO submission (Other relevant sections – Para

Y
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Prior to the commencement of development, WPD will
provide a monetary contribution which shall be used to
implement one or more of the following:
 the laying (and fencing) of hedgerows;
 the planting of trees;
 the planting of new hedgerows/hedgerow plants;
 the blocking of existing drainage ditches
 the removal of invasive species; and
 the provision of nest boxes for birds, bats and
dormice.

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

10.9.33).
Carmarthenshire County Council, Planning Services
Principle issues include the lack of mitigation and
enhancement in relation to biodiversity interests which will
be impacted upon as a result of tree and vegetation
clearing for the OHL, whilst key documents such as a
Habitat Management Plan and a Construction
Environmental Management Plan have not been
submitted for assessment. It is acknowledged that what
has been submitted exceeds PEI, although we would
have liked to review mitigation proposals and the key
documents referred to before the formal submission.
Furthermore the acceptability of the proposal in landscape
and visual terms cannot be confirmed at this stage as
there are concerns that the proposal's cumulative impact
with existing electricity lines south of Carmarthen has
been under-assessed.

N

With regard to cultural heritage impacts, further
clarification is requested regarding the impact upon the
setting of listed buildings, whilst highway impacts cannot
be ascertained without more details of construction
movements associated with the Proposed Development.

N

N

The CEMP and HRA contain specific mitigation measures
for tree and vegetation clearance for the OHL and they
were submitted for comment prior to the submission of
the DCO application.
It has also been agreed that a monetary contribution will
be provided by WPD and made available to landowners
via grants to fund replacement tree planting and other
landscape enhancements within 3km either side of the
Proposed Development.
The ES provides additional consideration of the effects of
the Proposed Development in relation to existing
operational overhead power lines and the risk of visual
convergence resulting in an undesirable ‘wirescape’.
Additional narrative and reasoning is provided in the
assessment but no significant cumulative effect is
identified for any character area or visual receptor
Visits to the listed buildings mentioned were undertaken
with CCC and agreement reached that there would not be
significant impact on the setting of these listed buildings.
Details of construction movements and associated
highway impacts have been included in the ES.

Llanllawddog Community Council
Several councilors in turn recounted the observations
made to them by interested parties, in particular to the
general disquiet in respect of what is seen as unrealistic

N
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The payments to be made to landowners and occupiers
has been published in the “Guide to payments to
landowners” contained in the Landowner Pack. There are

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

compensation payments currently being offered. In
conclusion the council requested that WPD as a matter of
urgency give consideration to revising upwards
compensation awards to a far more realistic level.

Regard had to response (Section 49)
no proposals to change these payments.

Llanfihangel ar arth Community Council
After studying the facts, we are very disappointed to note
that the underground route for cables is not your favored
route for the grid connection. This goes against public
opinion.

N
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WPD has considered carefully the appropriateness of the
infrastructure it proposes to employ to connect the
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. This consideration has
taken into account the sensitivity of the environment,
amenity and WPD’s statutory duty to provide an efficient,
coordinated and economic connection. WPD has
concluded that a combination of overhead and
underground balances best, the above considerations.
NPS EN5 states at paragraph 2.8.2 that Government
does not believe that overhead lines are generally
incompatible in principle to the developers (WPD’s)
statutory duty but recognises that both lattice steel towers
or wooden poles can give rise to landscape and visual
impacts depending upon their scale, siting, degree of
screening and the nature of the landscape and local
environment through which they are routed. Government
states that for the most part, these impacts can be
mitigated but that at particularly sensitive locations
potential landscape and visual impacts may make an
overhead line unacceptable in planning terms. WPD
undertook an exercise to consider the appropriateness of
overhead lines between the proposed wind farm and
point of connection (reported within the Route Alignment
selection report September 2014 and summarised within

Summary of response

The routes through the villages will have great impact on
the everyday lives of the inhabitants, and these are the
very people who have suffered greatly in the past with the
establishment of the Alltwalis Wind Farm.

Change?
Y/N

N
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Regard had to response (Section 49)
Section 3.7 of the ES). The exercise looked at the
potential for landscape and visual effects, effects upon
the historic environment, ecological and other
environmental effects. It concluded that an overhead line
across the Towy Valley would give rise to ‘serious
concerns’ NPS EN5 2.8.8) and as such mitigation, in the
form of undergrounding was decided upon. In all other
parts of the Proposed Development, WPD concluded that
an overhead line was compatible with its statutory duty,
and guidance contained with UK, national and local policy
documents.
The Proposed Development has been located such that it
does not pass through any settlements. Access to the
Proposed Development by construction and subsequent
maintenance vehicles will use the existing highway
network which, by its nature, will pass through existing
villages. The number of vehicles movements generated
by the Proposed Development at any one particular
location (excluding the central construction compound at
Nantyci Showground) are low with the highest
representing on average between two and on-two two
way movements an hour (Route 16 and Route 15
respectively). WPD has prepared a Construction Traffic
Management Plan which forms part of the DCO
application. This will control traffic journeying to and from
the Proposed Development and it includes measures to
mitigate any potential short-term impacts. Cumulative
impacts arising from the construction of the Proposed
Development at the same time as the proposed Brechfa
Forest Wind Farm are likely to be not significant and it

Summary of response

Change?
Y/N

It is felt that tourism will suffer greatly in the area, with
very heavy traffic, changing our rural area into an
industrial maze, and with great disruption to everyday life.

N

It is a further serious worry that the buffer zone between
poles and dwellings out in the rural areas is a shorter
distance than in a built up areas. Is this discrimination
against the countryside population?
Our roads are going to suffer immensely if the overhead
project is chosen - and goodness knows road surfaces
are atrocious already.

N

Y
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Regard had to response (Section 49)
has been agreed with both CCC and the South Wales
Trunk Road Agency (SWTRA) that they can be scoped
out of the impact assessment.
The number of vehicle deliveries required to construct the
Proposed Development is not high and will be spread
across the length of the connection. The existing trunk
road and A-road network will serve as the strategic
access route across the connection. Neither the trunk
road nor the A-road network is running near to capacity
and pre-application consultation with both the highways
authority and the South Wales Trunk Road Agency has
not resulted in any concerns being expressed with regard
to the capacity of the network. The construction
programme anticipates that works are most likely to be
undertaken between autumn and spring 2016/17. This
time period is understood to be outside the main tourist
period. The DCO application includes for a Construction
Traffic Management Plan. This sets down the routes
which construction vehicles will be required to take to
access the Proposed Development. It seeks to avoid
routeing vehicles through villages unnecessarily.
The route does not pass through urban areas. The buffer
zone identified for rural locations is consistent with WPD
standard practice and provides, WPD considers, sufficient
safeguards.
The construction period for the connection is programmed
to take nine months (including reinstatement). The
number of construction vehicle movements generated by
the Proposed Development are considered to be low to
the extent that the requirement for a full assessment has

Summary of response

In our area we do suffer very bad weather, and there are
serious worries regarding people's safety if we have more
overhead lines. The effect this connection will have on
people's health is a major factor in our request for
underground connections.

Change?
Y/N

N
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Regard had to response (Section 49)
been scoped out in agreement with the highway authority
and SWTRA. Construction vehicles will use the existing
trunk and A-road network for strategic access along the
connection. Road surfaces along this network are
designed to accommodate significant vehicle volumes. In
order to access individual pole locations construction
vehicles will need to transit along unclassified highways.
The number of vehicles required at individual pole
locations is low and therefore the likelihood of damage
being caused to the highway low. Notwithstanding this,
the CTMP sets out the mechanism for recording the
condition of the highway at each access and the protocol
to be followed including reinstatement, should damage be
created.
Disruption to overhead lines as a result of bad weather is
most likely to be caused by trees falling onto the line
rather than the poles themselves falling over. WPD
undertakes a regular programme of resilience cutting to
ensure that trees do not pose a threat to the line. In the
instances where a fault does occur, the power lines are
designed to trip within milli-seconds and as such the
likelihood of electrocution is very small. The time to repair
a fault on an overhead line depends upon the nature and
extent of the damage, most overhead line faults are
repaired within 24 hours.

Consultation Report - Appendices

Appendix 11.2
Table detailing the comments raised in
consultation responses from PILs and
the regard that WPD had for the those
comments

Consultation responses from PILs and the regard that WPD had for those responses
PIL ref
Summary of response
number
100316 Concerns over transportation of wind turbines
(2016). Wind turbine components will travel by
lorries to their final destination, in Brechfa. Many
of our members are spread around England and
Wales and travel to our area for a block
week/fortnight fishing, each year.

Change?
Y/N
N

Would like to be kept informed of any planned
road closures/diversions, during
construction/transport phase of works.

N

Concerns over removal of bankside vegetation
(trees/bushes etc.) as these features are
beneficial to our fly-fishing fraternity. Similarly,
any damage to the river banks, we would hope,

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
The delivery and erection of the wind turbines will be
undertaken by RWE in respect of the Brechfa Forest
West Wind Farm. WPD will not be involved in that
construction activity. There is however a potential
cumulative effect should the wind turbine deliveries take
places at the same time as construction deliveries
associated with the building of the connection. Deliveries
of abnormal loads (wind turbine components) will be preplanned in consultation with the police, highways
authority and SWTRA. These organisations will be
provided with copies of the CTMP associated with this
Proposed Development, as will the construction
programme. They will therefore have sufficient
information to enable them to programme the wind farm
deliveries to times when they should cause least
disturbance to other road users.
WPD does not anticipate any road closures other than
the partial closure (contra-flow) of the A485 south of
Peniel whilst the underground cable is installed. There is
the potential to close the A48 trunk road to enable the
stringing between poles 70 and 71. This closure would
be for a short period of time and take place during the
early morning or late evening on one occasion. A
diversion would be put in place and signposted.
Watercourses will not be crossed via open cut methods
(all watercourses would be crossed using HDD which
does not affect the banks). Installation of the overhead
line will not require any removal of bankside vegetation.

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
will be reinstated by yourselves.
97
The proposed route goes directly through our
land (three poles).

10327

Compensation may not be enough to make up
for the changes to the land. It will limit potential
forestry acreage. Concerned this will affect
plans to use land for forestry, reducing the area
and value.
Concerns over route, more direct route would be
the Cothi Valley.

Concerns over appearance of poles in relation
to their land and the valley.

Change?
Y/N
N

N

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Poles 58, 59 and 60 are in a straight line across the
landowner’s fields. The poles have been placed in
proximity to existing field boundaries to minimise landtake. Diversion around the fields would involve the
placement of angle poles on adjoining land.
The payments to be made to landowners and occupiers
has been published in the “Guide to payments to
landowners” contained in the Landowner Pack. There are
no proposals to change these payments.
Detailed routeing design has taken place, which included
three rounds of consultation. The Proposed
Development has been selected as the best route with
the least environmental impacts, least socio-economic
impacts on the surrounding area and the most economic
for WPD and therefore WPD’s customers.
The Cothi Valley is designated as a Special Landscape
Area and with a relatively enclosed topography the
Proposed Development would have presented too great
an impact on the sensitive landscape.
The landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally been
identified as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure, the
careful route alignment process undertaken and the
decision to underground the section of the route across
most of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

10332

Change?
Y/N

Concerns over poles devaluing their land; there
will be 2 poles in middle of their fields and they
have concerns over visibility of wires. State no
compensation has been offered for this loss in
value.
Not supplying electricity to local people, making
millions by selling electricity to England (Wales
being already an exporter), should be generated
elsewhere.

N

Complaint over access of land. You and your
representatives have helped yourselves for the
most part or told me that you will be on my land
or that you will be using your statutory powers to
enter. Only when I blocked the gates did anyone
seek an appointment. When I took this up with
you at the meeting in Peniel, you claimed this
was an isolated incident, at which point I asked
other land owners present and they all felt the
same.

N

Concerns over route, need to choose the most

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
the careful design of the route has been implemented to
reduce any impact as far as practicable.
The size of the field is such that it is not possible to span
it even with the use of a twin wooden pole. As a
consequence the pole locations have not changed.

WPD does not generate or sell electricity. WPD is
statutorily obliged to distribute the electricity generated by
third parties. Welsh Government has identified the
Brechfa area as a location appropriate for large-scale
wind farms (TAN8 Strategic Search Area G). It is this
designation and the accompanying target which has
influenced applications for wind farms in this part of
Carmarthenshire.
Whenever surveys have been undertaken on land
affected by this project, WPD has endeavoured to agree
a suitable notice period with the owner or occupier of the
land prior to access being taken. In the absence of
voluntary agreement for surveys WPD relied upon its
statutory powers under the Electricity Act 1989 to enable
entry onto land. Although there have been instances
where issues have occurred, where the project has been
notified of these, the project team has investigated the
circumstances and responded accordingly. If any owner
or occupier believes that their concerns have not been
fully addressed, then full details should be submitted to
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk and the project team
will investigate and respond further.
WPD began consideration of the proposed connection

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
direct route and you need to put it underground
reducing the distance; then the difference
between underground and overground will be
reduced.

Concerns over the scheme affecting the view of
Gwili Valley. Concerns over it affecting tourism
which is based on the view as many stop to take
photos of Gwili Valley.

Change?
Y/N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
based upon the use of an overhead line. Overhead lines
are not necessarily incompatible WPD’s statutory duty as
recognised within NPS EN5 (paragraph 2.8.2). Having
decided that an overhead line can meet WPD’s statutory
duties then a route was chosen to connect the wind farm
to the electricity network over the shortest distance
possible. This exercise determined that a connection
onto the existing EE route near Llandyfaelog would be
significantly shorter than one to Swansea North
Substation. Once this connection point had been
established the aim was to identify a short, direct route to
Brechfa recognising the need to avoid areas of
environmental sensitivity. This resulted in the route
which now forms the connection application. A straighter,
wholly underground, route would be significantly more
expensive that the route proposed.
The route is underground through the Gwili Valley. The
landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally been
identified as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure, the
careful route alignment process undertaken and the
decision to underground the section of the route across
most of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in
the careful design of the route has been implemented to
reduce any impact as far as practicable.
The socio-economic assessment found that there would
be no change to the enjoyment of use of the tourism
attractions, resources and accommodation services

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

100333

Change?
Y/N

States that the Towy Valley Section has been
put underground to prevent the destruction of
the amount of tourists which go to Carmarthen
town. Also to prevent the opposition they would
receive from the residents of Carmarthen Town.

N

Does not believe the benefits of putting the line
overhead outweighs the benefits of putting the
line underground.

N

Route crosses the land and will circle our
property on three sides, on the approach on
north, across our land on the west and on
leaving our property to the south. The poles and
lines will be visible from our property on all three
sides. This was verified when the computer
model was viewed.

Y

If the route is kept as low as possible in the
valley and maximises the existing tree cover the
adverse visual impact to us has the potential to
be reduced. We have attached a plan which
illustrates two alternative options, and they are
outlined below -

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
identified within 1km of the Proposed Development, by
day and overnight visitors, and general recreational
users.
The main rationale for undergrounding the section of the
Towy Valley is its designation as a European protected
site. The ecological, cultural heritage and landscape
impacts of installing an overhead line through this
section, and the disruption to the main roads were felt to
be too large, so the route will be undergrounded.
WPD is required to balance its duty to provide an
economic connection with its responsibilities to protect
the environment. Through the work undertaken to inform
the design of the route, and the statutory and nonstatutory consultation undertaken it is of the opinion that
the connection as proposed does achieve the balance.
WPD recognises that the route will cross the land. The
extent to which visibility of the line will lead to a significant
visual impact has been assessed and reported within the
draft ES. No residential properties were identified in the
draft ES, nor in the final ES submitted with the DCO
application as likely to be subject to a highly significant
(major) visual effect. The intended route of the
connection has been amended, see comment below.
The options suggested by the landowner have been
reviewed for the technical feasibility. Consideration has
also been given to the environmental, planning and land
rights issues that may arise. The result of this
consideration is reported within the Change Requests
which are appended to the ES. The line was moved as a
result of the change request to place it further from the

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
Option A

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
property.

Following discussions with the WPD Project
Team this revision to the proposed route, as per
this final stage consultation document, is we
understand, possible from an engineering
perspective.
- Re-locating pole 157 to a lower position
- Re-location pole 156 to the corner of the
adjacent field (location point to be as low as
possible into the corner and tight into the
existing tree line)
- Re-locating poles 155 and 154 to lower
positions
Option B
This is a variation on Option A, but takes a route
further west and would involve the removal of
some trees but would have the benefit of taking
an even lower route through the valley which
would reduce the visual impact of poles 155 and
154, 154 is scheduled to be an Angle H pole.
Construction / Operational Arrangements
The consultation document identifies a
'Temporary access for construction and

Y

The temporary and permanent access routes to the poles
have been amended.

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
permanent access to pole locations' across our
land. This access route is not a feasible route
and was not the route scoped out by the Access
Survey Team who visited our property in
September.
Issues around access to our property for the
various survey teams, mainly regarding the lack
of correct communication with us of who
required access and on what days/times.
Require a 'fool proof' method to be in place to
avoid any confusion regarding access for
construction. This is especially important to us
as we would have to carefully manage a field
grazing schedule for our horses. This will have
to take account grass management and safety
regarding vehicles passing to and fro.

Our lower fields are very wet, even in a dry
summer we have limited periods when we can
access the land with our small, compact tractor.
Any works would have to be carefully scheduled
to minimise damage to our land.

Change?
Y/N

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

Whenever surveys have been undertaken on land
affected by this project, WPD has endeavoured to agree
a suitable notice period with the owner or occupier of the
land prior to access being taken. In the absence of
voluntary agreement for surveys WPD relied upon its
statutory powers under the Electricity Act 1989 to enable
entry onto land. Although there have been instances
where issues have occurred, where the project has been
notified of these, the project team has investigated the
circumstances and responded accordingly. If any owner
or occupier believes that their concerns have not been
fully addressed, then full details should be submitted to
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk and the project team
will investigate and respond further.
Construction of the overhead line across this land parcel
would likely take place in late autumn 2017. WPD is fully
aware of the need to minimise damage to land and it will
employ vehicles which it considers to be most suitable for
the conditions at this landholding and other landholdings
along the route. Ultimately any damage caused in
exercising the rights contained in the DCO will be made
good to the reasonable satisfaction of the landowner and
or occupier. If any damage cannot be made good, or if
WPD prefers, compensation will be paid to the owner and
or occupier in lieu of making good. Provision for this is

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

Change?
Y/N

Following the withdraw of connection requests
by RES for the Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm and
RWE for the Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm
this connection project should be halted and a
new proposal should be submitted to DECC for
consideration by the Secretary of State as it is
now a totally different proposition.

N

WPD state in the Overview Report that a review
has been undertaken following the requests to
withdraw connection for two of the three wind
farms and has reassessed the strategic options
for connection but this is not adequate. As two
of the three originally proposed wind farms have
now fallen away the route should now undergo
an open and transparent total review in line with
the single wind farm connection request. No
consideration should be given to Brechfa Forest
East Wind Farm unless RWE re-instate their
request as part of this project. It is underhand for
RWE to withdraw the application for Brechfa
Forest East Wind Farm due to the problems
being experienced in securing a route between
the two farms which will undoubtedly present
long delays and to expect to have a ready made
connection in place in the future should they

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
included in the Deed of Grant document.
The proposal to connect the Brechfa Forest West Wind
Farm to the electricity network has always been
developed on the basis that it could satisfactorily
accommodate any individual wind farm, from the three
which were originally proposed. This accommodation
was based upon the technical, environmental and cost
considerations. WPD remains firmly of the view that the
Proposed Development which is submitted for DCO
remains the best scheme for the connection and
irrespective of its evolution, would have come forward for
Brechfa West alone.
WPD undertook an internal review of the proposed
connection, including the alignment and the type of
infrastructure proposed, as a result of the removal of
Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm from the project. The
result of the review was a conclusion that the preferred
alignment to the proposed Brechfa Forest West Wind
Farm was still the most appropriate means of connecting
that wind farm to the EE route near Llandyfaelog. WPD
has a statutory obligation to proceed with an application
to consent and then deliver a connection to that wind
farm. The removal of Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm
from the project does not remove this obligation and
hence WPD is committed to submitting an application to
connect the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. If and
when RWE wishes to connect the Brechfa Forest East
Wind Farm, this will be the subject of a separate DCO
application which itself will be the subject of fresh
environmental and technical work, together with statutory

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
have the stamina to force thought a route.
The original route took account of connecting
Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm and provision was
made in the route to link this wind farm to the
connection of the two wind farms proposed in
Brechfa forest. Now these two developments
have been withdrawn from the project the route
may not be appropriate.

100336

We would like to know what consideration has
been given to connecting the Brechfa Forest
West Wind Farm to the connection already
existing for the Alltwalis Wind Farm. We
understand that the minimum connection for a
wind farm development like these is a 200mm
wire size and that this can accommodate
connection for two wind farms of this size. If
there is existing infrastructure in place this
should be utilised. It must be a cheaper option to
make an alternative connection to the grid from
where the existing connection for the Alltwalis
Wind Farm meets the grid, if it is the case that
the existing connection to the grid cannot
already accommodate the increased supply
from two wind farms?
Object to the cables being constructed overhead

Change?
Y/N
N

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
consultation.
As noted above, WPD reviewed the proposed connection
when Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm was removed and again
when Brechfa Forest East Wind Farm was removed.
Following the removal of Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm,
changes were made to the proposed connection,
specifically, the route became predominantly single pole
as opposed to twin pole and saw a reduction in conductor
size from 300mm to 200mm. The alignment between the
EE route and Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm was also
reviewed and the conclusion reached that it remained the
most appropriate route to connect the remaining wind
farm.
WPD considered the ability to utilise the existing network
of OHL at the outset of the project. The results of this
exercise are contained within the Strategic Optioneering
Report which was first published in June 2013 as part of
the non-statutory Stage 1 Consultation. The ability to link
with the Alltwalis line was Option 1. The conclusion
reached was that there would be a need to upgrade
approximately 100km of inter-connected circuitry with at
least 30km of this unsuitable for re-conductoring.
Furthermore, connection would lead to voltage rises
within the SP Manweb network to the north which may
restrict the ability of its clients to export at agreed
capacities.

It is not felt that the additional cost of undergrounding the

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
and insist on an underground construction of the
cables.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
route is justified other than through the Towy Valley,
where significant ecological, heritage and landscape
impacts would be been incurred from an overhead line.

Local landscape
Concerns it will damage the character of the
landscape as this is farmland with wide open
fields.
Concerns construction of overhead high H-poles
will damage the ground, take away harvesting
area.

The landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally been
identified as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure, the
careful route alignment process undertaken and the
decision to underground the section of the route across
most of the Towy Valley SLA.

The proposed poles will take up areas of ground
that make it difficult for farm machinery to
operate.

Y

Concerns that the landscape will turn ugly and
the value of the land will diminish.

N

Careful design of the route reduces impacts as far as
practicable. The poles, which are predominantly single
wooden poles, will be located with the agreement of
landowners, should not result in significant loss of
harvesting area and no land will be taken out of
permanent use. Measures to minimise damage to the
ground during installation are recorded in the CEMP,
which has been included in the DCO application.
Careful design of the route reduces impacts as far as
practicable. The poles, which are predominantly single
wooden poles, should not result in significant loss of
harvesting area and no land will be taken out of
permanent use. Measures to minimise damage to the
ground during installation are recorded in the CEMP,
which has been included in the DCO application.
The landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally been

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

Change?
Y/N

Concerns over health and wellbeing of animals
and humans, with the negative influence of
magnetic fields and high voltage radiation.

N

Water supply

Y

Concerns that the erection of the poles will
contaminate their water supply. Concerns it will
affect neighbours of Llwynwalter, who have a
spring on our farm and are dependent on this
supply for water.
Noise

N

Concerns the overhead lines will be producing
noise which will affect their home day and night.
This will be in addition to the noise from the
Brechfa Forest wind farm.
Concerns that the constant noise will have an

Regard had to response (Section 49)
identified as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure, the
careful route alignment process undertaken and the
decision to underground the section of the route across
most of the Towy Valley SLA. Careful design of the route
reduces impacts as far as practicable. The predicted
socio-economic impacts have been assessed and found
not to have any impact on local tourism or land value.
The route has been selected to avoid exposing any
residential dwellings to electric or magnetic fields (EMF)
above thresholds or reference levels recommended by
International Commission on Non-Ionising Radiation
Protection. Possible effects of EMFs on various animals
have been studied a number of times and no detectable
effects of EMFs have been found.
WPD has considered the location of private water
supplies as part of the alignment routeing and has
revisited the property supplied by the spring in this
location. Mitigation measures (poles can be placed
within concrete sleeves) have been discussed and would
be implemented to ensure there are no adverse impacts
to drinking water quality.
The predicted residual effect of noise from construction of
the Proposed Development, following adoption of any
recommended mitigation measures, is not significant.
The effect of noise from the operation of the overhead
lines and associated maintenance would be negligible.
The cumulative noise assessment found that while it is
possible that noise will be audible at specific receptors

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
effect on the lives of humans and animals.
Human issues occur such as headaches,
respiratory problems, fatigue and stress.

Change?
Y/N

Visual impact
Alltwalis is in an elevated position. Concerns
over visual impact of poles: affecting views from
their home, seen over a long distance and
causing change to the landscape.

N

Economic considerations: tourism and
recreational impacts. Concerns it will affect the
local economy. They run a bed and breakfast
and are worried that visual impact and noise will
affect trade and income. People may not revisit
due to diminished enjoyment of the landscape.

N

Plants, animals and birds

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
from both the Proposed Development and other planned
developments simultaneously, it is considered the
cumulative effect will not be significant. Further details
can be found in Chapter 14 of the ES.
The landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally been
identified as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure, the
careful route alignment process undertaken and the
decision to underground the section of the route across
most of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in
the careful design of the route has been implemented to
reduce any impact as far as practicable.
The socio-economic assessment found that there would
be no change to the enjoyment of use of the tourism
attractions, resources and accommodation services
identified within 1km of the Proposed Development, by
day and overnight visitors, and general recreational
users. The relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the overhead lines are not considered to
have a greater than minor significance of impact on the
landscape and visual setting.
The predicted residual effect of noise from construction of
the Proposed Development, following adoption of any
recommended mitigation measures, is not significant.
The effect of noise from the operation of the overhead
lines and associated maintenance would be negligible.
Goshawk and Red Kite were not observed to be at risk of
collision. Common Buzzard and Sparrowhawk were

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
Object as the farm is designated as a Wildlife
Corridor by the Countryside Council for Wales.
Concerned poles will affect flight paths of birds
(e.g. Red Kites and Buzzards) and over the
effect of transmission on plants and animals. If
the electricity wires would be underground we
would consider permission.
Restricted permission
Object as EE have a telecommunication mast in
close proximity to the route. In our contract with
them we are not allowed to give permission to a
third party to install other equipment which might
interfere with their telecommunication
equipment.
Access to land
Western Power Distribution will need access to
the land this will mean damage to standing
crops. Access needs to be in agreement with
land agent, us and the construction company.
No consideration has been given to the
disruption of our farming business.
Object that WPD is seeking planning
permission, collecting objections, summarising
them and handing them to Planning Officers. In
a court of law such behavior is not legal.
Objections should be submitted to the Planning
Officer unamended (not summarised) and
through an independent agent.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
observed to be at low risk of collision. Bird surveys and
potential effects were discussed and agreed with NRW.
Overall no significant effect at any level was found for
collision risk, injury or harm for birds from the operation of
the Proposed Development.

N

WPD has contacted EE and all other telecommunication
providers as statutory consultees. No objections have
been received.

N

Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.

N

WPD has accurately recorded all comments received
from statutory and non-statutory consultees. The
preparation of the consultation report is a statutory
requirement. WPD has chosen to present all of the
comments received from consultees in a summarised
form within the main report to aid readership. This table,
which is an appendix to the main report, provides all of

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

100330

100343

Change?
Y/N

Object to the level of compensation as it does
not cover the devaluation of the farm.

N

Route of poles

Y

Object to overhead cables, insist the changes to
be made to route are implemented according to
correction on November 2014. On their visit
changes were made to minimise the impact of
poles on silage making these need to be
implemented before we allow construction of the
poles.
Advise upon compensation in relation to the
power line going through their property.
Concerns over the route down the Gwili Valley
when the logical route would be straight down
the Cothi Valley to join the existing electricity
connection near Llandyfaelog. Require reason
for this route.
Concerns the scheme will adversely affect the
landscape and will affect the view of the valley
which they and their neighbours now enjoy.

N

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
the comments received in full.
Any valid claim for injurious affection will be assessed
after the line has been constructed when any impact can
be seen.
Following meetings on site and the receipt of a response
to statutory consultation WPD has amended the
positioning of poles. The aim of the re-positioning has
been to minimise the impact of the poles on silage
making by increasing span were technically possible and
by placing poles alongside field boundaries.

The payments to be made to landowners and occupiers
has been published in the “Guide to payments to
landowners” contained in the Landowner Pack.
The Cothi Valley is designated as a Special Landscape
Area and with a relatively enclosed topography the
Proposed Development would have presented too great
an impact on the sensitive landscape.
The landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally been
identified as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure, the
careful route alignment process undertaken and the
decision to underground the section of the route across
most of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in
the careful design of the route has been implemented to

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

Change?
Y/N

Wind farm on Alltwalis mountain affects the
landscape and this proposal will subject us to
yet more scars on the countryside.

N

Pole 154 will form an impediment/obstruction in
the field and will be dangerous to livestock, due
to ponies galloping. Already have five electricity
poles and stays plus a transformer on the 8 acre
field where this pole is proposed.
Pole 155 which is proposed to be erected on a
sensitive area. Again the ecological effect will be
severe.

N

Concerns over the electric cables in relation to
health, deterrence of potential purchasers of the
property and reduction in the value of the
property.

N

Electric cables are in a flight path for birds.
Concerns over the collision risk to birds and
over the potential loss of birds in the area due to
the scheme.

N

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
reduce any impact as far as practicable.
The landscape and visual effect of the proposed scheme
with the Alltwalis Wind Farm has assessed and WPD has
concluded that there will be no more than minor visual
effects.
Pole 154 (now Pole 153) has been retained in the
position previously consulted upon. This is because it is
an angle pole, movement of which would affect the
alignment of poles north and south.
Pole 155 (now Pole 154) has been moved north along
the field boundary. This has enabled WPD to move the
overhead line to an alignment that more closely follows
existing field boundaries.
The route has been selected to avoid exposing any
residential dwellings to electric or magnetic fields (EMF)
above thresholds or reference levels recommended by
International Commission on Non-Ionising Radiation
Protection. Possible effects of EMFs on various animals
have been studied a number of times and no detectable
effects of EMFs have been found.
WPD recognises that the visual impact is a major
concern for all community members and we will try
wherever possible to minimise the impact of our
proposal. UK law does not require compensation to be
paid for visual impact.
NRW agreed at a meeting in October 2014 with WPD’s
assessment that based on the results of the breeding and
wintering bird surveys, there is no evidence for species
being present along the proposed route that are

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

100346

Change?
Y/N

Environmental impact of proposal will cause
risks to a large part of the wildlife seen in the
valley.

N

Opposed to positioning of pole 101, required all
poles to be repositioned within existing
hedgerows. See attached plan for alternative
routes and re-siting of pole 101 to the boundary.

Y

Pole locations are within fields which will effect
routine agricultural operations. It is proposed
that poles 114,115,116 are also relocated to
adjacent hedgerows as marked on the plan
attached.
Marked access track to pole 100 is not suitable

N

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
susceptible to electrocution impacts, such as larger
species that perch or nest on wires or poles, for example
storks. Goshawk and Red Kite were not observed to be
at risk of collision. Common Buzzard and Sparrowhawk
were observed to be at low risk of collision. Overall no
significant effect at any level was found for collision risk,
injury or harm for birds from the operation of the
Proposed Development.
The only impacts on plants and animals include a small
scale temporary effect on woodland, hedgerows and
mature trees during maintenance every five years, an
unlikely but localised scale injury or disturbance effect to
dormice during the same period and no significant effect
on birds. Some temporary significant effects from the
construction phase may be felt by dormice until shrubs
have re-established, after about two to five years,
however mitigation in the form of new dormice boxes to
replace lost nesting habitat will be undertaken.
Previous alignment of poles in this location 101 to 106
has been moved east. Spans have been increased
where technically possible and WPD has therefore been
able to place more of the poles alongside field
boundaries. Furthermore it has been possible to remove
one of the two pole locations 104/105.
Due to maximum span widths it has not been possible to
locate these poles alongside field boundaries as the
fields in question are too wide to be crossed by single
spans. Poles have been re-numbered to 113,114 and
115.
In light of the response received WPD has revisited the

PIL ref
Change?
Summary of response
number
Y/N
as access for construction vehicles as it is only a
stoned track.
Do not accept poles in their proposed locations,
Y
as they will restrict access around the poles
bases and limit the retrievable forage.
Having poles situated in inconvenient locations
N
will create additional work which will ultimately
lead to decreased profitability.

All construction work will need to be undertaken
at a time suitable to the business, and at a time
of year to allow for routine agricultural
operations / cultivations / harvesting.
An indemnification from WPD will be required
against any damage to drainage and ground
water sources, as well as any damage to tree
roots and vegetation caused during construction
works. Liability must be borne in perpetuity by
WPD.

N

The landowner reserves the right to claim
compensation for surface damage & loss
resulting from the construction of all apparatus
and associated works.

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
access route as previously proposed. It is now intended
to gain access from the north.
WPD has sought to place poles alongside hedges
wherever possible. Some fields are however too wide to
cross in a single span.
The payments to be made to landowners and occupiers
has been published in the “Guide to payments to
landowners” contained in the Landowner Pack. These
payments are based on the rates recommended by the
Farming Unions and the CLA and include elements for
interference with farming operations based on studies
undertaken by ADAS.
WPD will finalise a construction programme once consent
has been granted. The current working assumption
however is that construction of the line will take place
from mid to late 2016 to early 2017.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
Whilst writing we enquire whether a bat survey
has been undertaken for the land and if so could
we please receive a copy?

100347

100348

Change?
Y/N
N

My clients request our company's professional
fees for representing him in all matters
concerning this project is payable by WPD.

N

Request that two poles located in field ref. no.
1765 are moved and positioned in the nearest
hedgerows. Present locations are within
harvesting fields and if not repositioned will
cause a detrimental effect on agricultural
operations.
We request an amendment to the route back to
its original proposal as noted on the plan
attached, this will ensure most poles will be
within hedgerows and the largest harvesting
field marked 'C' may only have a single pole
within it. Current locations will affect routine
agricultural operations. It would be preferred that
all poles are situated within existing hedgerows.
Having poles situated in inconvenient locations
will increase the workload of having to work
around them, creating additional work which will
lead to decreased profitability.

Y

All construction work will need to be undertaken

N

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Information relating to bat surveys carried out along the
route of the Proposed Development can be found in
Chapter 10 of the ES, which has been submitted as part
of the DCO application.
Professional fees will be paid as per the WPD Fee Scale,
currently dated September 2012, which was part of the
leaflet “A guide to land agents fees” included in the
Landowner Pack.
It has been possible to move the poles closer to, but not
within the hedges by using stouter poles.

The number of poles proposed, from statutory
consultation to final design, falling within the field and not
on boundaries, has been reduced from three poles to two
(proposed poles 103 and 105). All the others pick up
field boundaries. Unfortunately the size of these fields
extends beyond the maximum permissible span length
therefore it was not possible to always pick up field
boundaries.
The payments to be made to landowners and occupiers
has been published in the “Guide to payments to
landowners” contained in the Landowner Pack. These
payments are based on the rates recommended by the
Farming Unions and the CLA and include elements for
interference with farming operations based on studies
undertaken by ADAS.
WPD will seek to work with landowners to minimise

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
at a time suitable to the business, and at a time
of year to allow for routine agricultural
operations / cultivations / harvesting.
An indemnification from WPD will be required
against any damage to drainage and ground
water sources, as well as any damage to tree
roots and vegetation caused during construction
works. Liability must be borne in perpetuity by
WPD.

100357

Change?
Y/N

N

The landowner reserves the right to claim
compensation for surface damage & loss
resulting from the construction of all apparatus
and associated works.

N

My clients request our company's professional
fees for representing him in all matters
concerning this project is payable by WPD.

N

The field has land drains, and that mains water
is piped from an underground water meter near
the access gate along an unknown path towards
the property as well as along an unknown route
to a water trough in a neighboring field.
Objects to the pole and overhead cable as it will
affect his daughter’s livelihood as a gun dog
trainer and breeder. It will affect the ability to
shoot as the overhead line could be hit. The only

Y

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
disruption to existing operations. The precise timetable
for construction however can only be determined once
consent has been granted.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Professional fees will be paid as per the WPD Fee Scale,
currently dated September 2012, which was part of the
leaflet “A guide to land agents fees” included in the
Landowner Pack.
Poles 5 to 9 (now poles 6 to 9) have been realigned to
minimise crossing of the land. Pole 8 (formerly pole 7)
has been moved east into the corner of the field and
away from the area identified as having the land drains.
As above. Poles realigned with Pole 8 (formerly pole 7)
moved east away from the middle of the field and closer
to the access gate.

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
'safe' place for the pole would be near the
access gate to the east. If the pole remains it
may be necessary to instruct an accountant to
project a loss of earnings for my daughter, for
the expected duration as a gun dog trainer
which will be in excess of forty years.
100366 At the southern section marked 'A' where its
proposed to lay an underground cable,
preference is given to lay this as close to the
northern field boundary as practically possible,
in case any future trench sinkage will occur
causing a risk to agricultural machinery.
Request an amendment to the location of pole
87 from field enclosure 'D' to field enclosure 'C'
(see plan). The current location will effect
agricultural operations. Enclosure 'C' is more
commonly a grazing field and our proposed
amended location within an enclosed corner will
cause less inconvenience. This will necessitate
extending the underground cable further into
enclosure 'B' which it already enters. Our
proposal will further effect the overhead route
north from pole 87 and this will have to take
account of the tree canopies in each hedgerow,
but it would be preferred that poles 88 to 93 are
situated in existing hedgerows.
Having poles situated in inconvenient locations
would increase the workload ultimately leading
to decreased profitability.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)

N

The position of the underground cable has been
amended slightly to take advantage of hedgerow gaps
and field accesses. It has not been possible to move it
further north, however WPD does not anticipate trench
sinkage as a result of agricultural machinery.

N

Pole 87 has been retained in the position identified during
statutory consultation as this location benefits from a high
degree of screening from existing vegetation. The
alignment north of pole 87 has been slightly amended but
it has not come closer to existing hedgerows. This is to
minimise the works required to trees and hedgerows in
this area.

N

The payments to be made to landowners and occupiers
has been published in the “Guide to payments to
landowners” contained in the Landowner Pack. These
payments are based on the rates recommended by the

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

100368

Change?
Y/N

All construction work will need to be undertaken
at a time suitable to the business, and at a time
of year to allow for routine agricultural
operations / cultivations / harvesting.
An indemnification from WPD will be required
against any damage to drainage and ground
water sources, as well as any damage to tree
roots and vegetation caused during construction
works. The liability must be borne in perpetuity
by WPD.

N

The landowner reserves the right to claim
compensation for surface damage & loss
resulting from the construction of all apparatus
and associated works.

N

My client requests our company's professional
fees for representing him in all matters
concerning this project is payable by WPD.

N

We propose the amendment to the locations of
proposed poles 94, 95 & 96 (see plan). Current
locations will interfere with routine agricultural
operations.
If pole 96 becomes an angled pole and a reroute

Y

N

Y

Regard had to response (Section 49)
Farming Unions and the CLA and include elements for
interference with farming operations based on studies
undertaken by ADAS.
WPD will seek to work with landowners to minimise
disruption to existing operations. The precise timetable
for construction however can only be determined once
consent has been granted.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Professional fees will be paid as per the WPD Fee Scale,
currently dated September 2012, which was part of the
leaflet “A guide to land agents fees” included in the
Landowner Pack
Poles have been moved to sit alongside hedges. In order
to achieve the necessary spans, pole 93 will become a
twin pole and 94 a twin-angle pole.
Pole 96 (now pole 95) has been placed closer to the field

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
is taken down to pole 92, it would allow for all
poles to be situated in existing hedgerows (see
plan).
Any construction will have to be undertaken at a
suitable time of year to allow for agricultural
operations / cultivations / harvesting.

100371

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
boundary and poles to the south are realigned as per the
response above.

N

As noted on the returned 'Request for
Information' form there is a possibility of land
drains in enclosure 'A', however their precise
location is not known as they would precede any
records kept. An indemnification will be required
against any damage to drainage and ground
water damage, this liability must be borne in
perpetuity by WPD.

N

The landowner reserves the right to claim
compensation for surface damage & loss
resulting from the construction of all apparatus
and associated works.

N

My client requests our company's professional
fees for representing him in all matters
concerning this project is payable by WPD.

N

We propose the underground cable is extended
to pole 85 as its proposed location at pole 86

Y

WPD will seek to work with landowners to minimise
disruption to existing operations. The precise timetable
for construction however can only be determined once
consent has been granted.
If land drains are discovered in the process of excavation
it may be possible to microsite the infrastructure within
the agreed limits of deviation, and as such avoid damage
to the drains. If damage is caused however in exercising
the rights contained in the DCO it will be made good to
the reasonable satisfaction of the landowner or occupier.
If any damage cannot be made good, or if WPD prefers,
compensation will be paid to the owner or occupier in lieu
of making good. Provision for this is included in the Deed
of Grant document.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Professional fees will be paid as per the WPD Fee Scale,
currently dated September 2012, which was part of the
leaflet “A guide to land agents fees” included in the
Landowner Pack.
Whilst WPD does not propose to start the
undergrounding at pole 85 it has been possible to move

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
would have a severe detrimental effect on value
of the homestead and ongoing caravan and
camping business located on the premises. The
proposed location at pole 86 would be within
visibility of the homestead and business
operations being on an elevated position above
both, and the hedgerow between enclosure C &
D is annually trimmed therefore will not 'screen'
the 4 pole and multiple stay obtrusive structure.
Siting it at the point of pole 85 will avoid: visual
imposition, devaluation of homestead and
surroundings; and impact upon business.
Positioning the pole at point 86 will cause
inconvenience to normal agricultural operations,
whereby at point 85 this would not be the case
as it would be within an enclosed corner.

Change?
Y/N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
the terminal pole 86 approximately 25m further to the
south. WPD is of the opinion that this move will bring the
pole behind existing vegetation and hence provide
screening from the property.

N

At pole 86 there are land drains which would be
affected by the construction of 4 poles and
multiple stays, and which would then have a
knock-on effect further downstream from the
running water.
The method of constructing the underground
cable by either directional drilling or open cut will
need indemnifying against possible drainage
and ground water damage, this liability must be
borne in perpetuity by WPD.

N

Should a site compound be required for your

Y

N

WPD has not chosen to underground back to pole 85
because it considers that this is not necessary to achieve
the screening from properties on Dewi Road. Moving
pole 86 further south would also give rise to ecological
impacts and a potential for licencing.
WPD has submitted a CEMP as part of the DCO
application which identifies measures to prevent run-off
arising from construction activities.

Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
WPD will require use of the field within which pole 86

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
works my client is prepared to entertain one
subject to agreeing reasonable terms.

100376

100383

Change?
Y/N

The landowner and occupier reserve the right to
claim compensation for surface damage & loss
resulting from the construction of all apparatus
and associated works.

N

My client requests our company's professional
fees for representing him as his land agent in all
matters concerning this project is payable by
WPD.
As it is an unknown if the overhead wires will
cause AC induction on to the pipeline, MLP will
monitor any AC induction on to the pipeline once
the power lines are in use and may have to
come back to Western Power Distribution to
recover costs for any work to solve the issue of
AC induction.
At the points where the proposed cable will
access and egress the field there are two very
deep ditches/culverts, which your cable will
need to pass under. Both ditches/culverts are
regularly cleaned by NRW and wouldn't wish the
cable to interfere with their operations.
The landowner and occupier reserve the right to

N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
would be located. This field will be used for the operation
of the HDD under the River Towy. The submitted order
limits identify use of the whole field, this is to provide
sufficient room to accommodate the cabling to be pulled
through the HDD.
Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Professional fees will be paid as per the WPD Fee Scale,
currently dated September 2012, which was part of the
leaflet “A guide to land agents fees” included in the
Landowner Pack.
On 22 January 2015 WPD wrote to Mainline Pipelines
Limited (MPL) to confirm that it accepts that MPL will be
monitoring the position and will come back to WPD
should the need arise.

N

HDD will be used to pass the cable underneath the
ditches and culverts. Future work and cleaning of the
ditch will not be impacted by the cable.

N

Any damage caused in exercising the rights contained in

PIL ref
Summary of response
number
claim compensation for surface damage & loss
resulting from the construction of all apparatus
and associated works.
My client requests our company's professional
fees for representing her in all matters
concerning this project is payable by WPD.

100390

You are already aware of a plan issued of the
preferred route and preferred method of
installation would be underground.

Change?
Y/N

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
the DCO will be made good to the reasonable satisfaction
of the landowner or occupier. If any damage cannot be
made good, or if WPD prefers, compensation will be paid
to the owner or occupier in lieu of making good.
Provision for this is included in the Deed of Grant
document.
Professional fees will be paid as per the WPD Fee Scale,
currently dated September 2012, which was part of the
leaflet “A guide to land agents fees” included in the
Landowner Pack.
WPD has considered carefully the appropriateness of the
infrastructure it proposes to employ to connect the
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. This consideration has
taken into account the sensitivity of the environment,
amenity and WPD’s statutory duty to provide an efficient,
coordinated and economic connection. WPD has
concluded that a combination of overhead and
underground best balances these considerations. NPS
EN5 states at paragraph 2.8.2 that government does not
believe that overhead lines are generally incompatible in
principle to the developers (WPD’s) statutory duty but
recognises that both lattice steel towers or wooden poles
can give rise to landscape and visual impacts depending
upon their scale, siting, degree of screening and the
nature of the landscape and local environment through
which they are routed. Government states that for the
most part, these impacts can be mitigated but that at
particularly sensitive locations potential landscape and
visual impacts may make an overhead line unacceptable
in planning terms. WPD undertook an exercise to

PIL ref
Summary of response
number

Change?
Y/N

There has been extensive tree trimming on the
property in the last 6 years with no offer of
compensation. We would like arrange a meeting
with the Wayleave Officer to discuss this. We
have never been offered the opportunity to claim
compensation for past tree trimming.
Not satisfied with the visit informing them that
electricity poles will be erected on the Brechfa
Forest line.

N

Not happy with the posts being erected away
from the boundary hedges.

Y

N

Regard had to response (Section 49)
consider the appropriateness of overhead lines between
the proposed wind farm and point of connection (reported
within the Route Alignment Selection Report, September
2014 and summarised within Section 3.7 of the ES). The
exercise looked at the potential for landscape and visual
effects, effects upon the historic environment, ecological
and other environmental effects. It concluded that an
overhead line across the Towy Valley would give rise to
‘serious concerns’ NPS EN5 2.8.8) and as such
mitigation, in the form of undergrounding was decided
upon. In all other parts of the Proposed Development,
WPD concluded that an overhead line was compatible
with its statutory duty, and guidance contained with UK,
national and local policy documents.
The query raised is not related directly to the Brechfa
Forest Connection. WPD will pass the issue on to the
local area team who will investigate.

This project team has endeavoured to agree a suitable
date and time for meetings to discuss indicative pole
locations and accesses. If any owner or occupier is
unsatisfied with the arrangements or indeed the meeting,
then full details should be submitted to
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk and the project team
will investigate and respond further.
Field boundaries have now been picked up by poles 9
and 10.

Consultation Report - Appendices

Appendix 12.1
Table detailing the comments raised in
consultation responses from Section 47
consultees and the regard that WPD had
for the those comments

Consultation responses from Section 47 consultees and the regard that WPD had for those responses
Responses from members of the public
Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

Consultation and Information
Respondents questioned the validity of the
consultation, suggesting that the results of
the consultation will have no bearing on
the final plan, or that the consultation did
not provide enough information.

N

As part of statutory consultation, WPD held six 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 Proposed Development.
WPD used all relevant responses received to help finalise the route of the
Proposed Development, alongside other technical, environmental, social and
economic information.
WPD has demonstrated to the Planning Inspectorate in this Consultation Report
that it has taken account of the feedback provided by the various consultees,
including the public, throughout all stages of consultation. If the Planning
Inspectorate does not believe that WPD has given sufficient weight to the
feedback received in making decisions it could refuse to accept WPD’s
application.
The main purpose of statutory consultation was to present, and receive
comments on, WPD’s Proposed Development and its draft ES. Plans showing
the route of the Proposed Development along with copies of the draft ES and its
bilingual summary version were available at all the public events, at five
information points and on the project website.

Summary of response
Respondents suggested that there was not
enough time for them to respond given
that the consultation ran over the
Christmas period.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N

Statutory consultation was carried out over a seven-week period from 28
November 2014 to 16 January 2015. The Planning Act 2008 stipulates that
statutory consultation should last for a minimum of 28 days and by consulting for
seven weeks, or 50 days, WPD believes that all stakeholders have been
provided with sufficient time to respond to consultation.
Under Section 47 of the Act, WPD published a Statement of Community
Consultation (SoCC) which set out how it would consult, who it would consult
with and when it would consult. As part of the process for developing the SoCC,
WPD liaised closely with CCC. It was the council’s view, as the local expert in
community consultation, that despite consultation running over the Christmas
period, seven weeks was sufficient time for people to respond.

One respondent criticised WPD's liaison
with landowners. They suggested that
they had been provided inaccurate
information.

N

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.

Respondents criticised the public events
held by WPD for being in inappropriate
locations, and for not providing the
information they desired.

N

The locations used by WPD to hold public events were selected based on the
suitability of venues used during Stage 2 Consultation and on feedback received
from consultees about venues. Two new venues were used during statutory
consultation in response to previous feedback, these were Peniel School and
Alltwalis Village Hall.
The main purpose of statutory consultation was to present, and receive
comments on, WPD’s Proposed Development and its draft ES. Plans showing
the route of the Proposed Development along with copies of the draft ES and its
bilingual summary version were available at all the public events, at five
information points and on the project website.

Some respondents criticised the

N

The main purpose of statutory consultation was to present, and receive

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
comments on, WPD’s Proposed Development and its draft ES. Plans showing
the route of the Proposed Development along with copies of the draft ES and its
bilingual summary version were available at all the public events, at five
information points and on the project website.

consultation documents or other
information made available, specifically
that suitable information was not available
to prospective home buyers to inform their
purchasing decision, and that the maps do
not indicate whether access tracks are
existing tracks or would be across
currently open ground.

One respondent suggested that
information was not available to assess
potential impact on the safety of walkers,
cyclists and horse riders.

The detailed plans also showed where access would be gained to build and
maintain both the overhead line and underground sections of the proposed
route. Access to the pole and cable locations uses a mix of existing track and
routes across open ground. WPD accepts that it did not differentiate between
the two but is of the opinion that affected landowners and residents residing
close enough to have the potential to be affected would know the status of
tracks on the land in question.
Y

The potential for impact upon users of public rights of way (PRoW) is assessed
in the ES. Measures specified during construction work (for example, the
deployment of banksmen) to avoid ‘impacts’ are also detailed in the ES. Safety
issues are covered by legislation and industry standards for construction and
operation would be applied to the scheme to ensure that all applicable
legislative requirements are met and that the safety of the general public is
assured at all times and in all places.
The application includes a Construction Traffic Management Plan which seeks
to manage the safe movement of traffic and a Public Rights of Way
Management Plan (Volume 8.7). One footpath, south of pole 87 will be
temporarily diverted to ensure the protection of the public during
undergrounding.

One respondent suggested that not
enough information had been provided on
the ecological impact of the project,

N

The Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) is one of the suite
of documents submitted with the application. A draft CEMP was submitted to
CCC, NRW and WG for comment on 3 March 2015. Comments received were

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

suggesting that a Construction
Environment Management Plan should
have been published as part of this
consultation.

incorporated into the final document.

Some respondents wanted to know what
would happen to the connection after the
25 year operational period of the Brechfa
Forest West Wind Farm.

N

At the end of the 25-year operational life of the proposed wind farm, if no further
permission is sought by the wind farm operator, WPD would review its network
requirements for the area to determine whether there was a need to keep the
connection. A new connection such as this would normally be permanent but if,
in the future, it is decided it should be decommissioned then details of this
process can be found in the ES which has been submitted as part of the DCO
application.

One respondent questioned whether any
surveys of local wind and ground
conditions had been undertaken.

Y

There have not been surveys of local wind conditions. However, the line is
designed to standards necessary to provide resilience to wind and gales.
Ground surveys, including boreholes, have been undertaken in connection with
the underground cable routeing design.

Several respondents asked that due
consideration is given to views of
respondents in the decision making
process, with some suggesting that they
feel powerless within the planning process.
Many respondents referred to the high
level of agreement within the community
that the route should be underground.

N

WPD has given due consideration to all responses that were received at each
stage of the consultation process. WPD has published this detailed
Consultation Report which is submitted with the DCO application to the Planning
Inspectorate and it sets out all of the comments received and how those
comments have influenced WPD’s decisions.
WPD is aware that members of the community have expressed a preference for
putting the route underground however, 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.

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
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.
The construction of an underground cable section can have a potentially
significant impact on sensitive and protected ecological and archaeological
areas. WPD has considered all these issues in the EIA to ensure that the
section of underground cable included in the Proposed Development is justified.

Cost
Several respondents raised concern that
company profit was the determining factor
in the decision not to underground more of
the route, and suggested that the interests
of the local community were more
important. Some respondents also made
reference to foreign ownership of UK
based energy and transmission
companies.

N

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. The fact that a company may be operating to make a
profit is, in the opinion of WPD, not material to the consideration of the DCO
application. The level of profit that a DNO can make is however limited by the
regulator Ofgem.

Some respondents suggested that the
maintenance costs for an overhead
connection would be above that of an
underground connection, and that taking
this into account over the lifetime of the
project would result in undergrounding
becoming comparatively cheaper.

N

Whilst the average cost for inspecting and maintaining an overhead line is more
than the cost of an underground cable the costs incurred to resolve faults on
underground cable are substantially higher resulting in a higher average cost
per km when compared with OHL. The Lifetime Costs Report, (Volume 8.4 of
the DCO application), confirms that the cost differential would not make it more
economical to construct and use a route entirely underground concluding that a
totally overhead line would cost £5.11 million and an all underground route
£28.14 million.

Summary of response
Some respondents suggested that too
much emphasis is placed on cost in the
decision making process, and that other
considerations such as impact on the
environment or local community should
take priority.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N

The starting point for the determination of the DCO are the national policy
statements for energy infrastructure, in particular, EN-5 on electricity network
infrastructure. This has been one of the main considerations in the decision
making process for the project. National policy provides advice to the decisionmaker on the balance to be struck between the need for the connection with the
potential for environmental and community impacts.
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.

One respondent acknowledged that the
additional cost of an entirely underground
connection would be prohibitive.

N

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.
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 (Volume 8.4 of the DCO application), confirms that the cost differential
would not make it more economical to construct a route entirely underground.

Some respondents acknowledged the
increased costs of an underground
connection, however note that this is still
their preference, suggesting that it is not
too much to pay, or that this option offers
good value. They often noted the benefits

N

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 a short section of
underground cable. National policy statement EN-5 states that the use of
overhead lines is not incompatible with the developer’s statutory duty to

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

to the local community or landscape as
justification.

preserve amenity and to mitigate impacts. WPD has given consideration to
mitigating the potential for significant impacts upon the local community and
landscape and concluded that the crossing of the Towy Valley should be
underground.

One respondent challenged the
information provided by WPD on the cost
of undergrounding. They suggested that it
was misleading to claim that the cost of an
underground connection was 6.5 or 10
times that of an overhead connection,
when the Lifetime Cost Report shows that
an underground connection would be 4
times that of an overhead line.

N

Respondents suggested that as the
beneficiaries of the project, the wind farm
developers or WPD should pay the full
cost of undergrounding.

N

The average cost for building an overhead line would be £140,000 per km and
for an underground cable it would be £981,000 per km. On construction costs
alone this represents a seven times higher cost for the construction of
underground cable.
In February 2014, WPD published a Lifetime Costs Report which confirmed that
when the lifetime costs of operating and maintaining each type of technology is
taken into consideration, the cost difference is reduced. However, the cost
differential would still not make it more economical to construct a route entirely
underground. The Lifetime Costs report has been updated and is submitted as
Volume 8.4.
The wind farm developer, RWE, will pay for the construction of the new
connection. These costs are also scrutinised by Ofgem to ensure that the price
paid is fair to the developer, and ultimately, the bill payer.
This cost ultimately goes on consumers’ bills, which is why government policy
requires that WPD provides a cost effective connection.
When the costs for the project are assessed by Ofgem, they could penalise
WPD for not delivering a cost effective connection.

Engineering, design and construction
One respondent raised concern over the
impacts of dust as a result of construction

N

The construction activity would be of a low level at each individual pole position.
Work would be confined to assembling the equipment on the ground before

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

work.

erecting them into an excavated trench of approximately 3m in length. Some
poles may require additional excavation to anchor stay wires. Each pole
location would require access for a tracked mechanical digger and 4x4 vehicles
and vans for the construction crews.
Undergrounding across the Towy Valley would be a combination of HDD and
open cut. The use of HDD reduces the potential for dust emission whilst ducts
would be placed within the open cut trenches to ensure that they can be closed
quickly following excavation. The levels of dust are expected to be minimal and
will be short-term. The impact of the construction activity has been assessed
and reported on in the ES which is submitted as part of the DCO application.

Some respondents raised concern for the
level of disruption caused to the local
community, often noting the degree to
which the local community has already
suffered as a result of the Alltwalis Wind
Farm and forthcoming Brechfa Forest
West Wind Farm developments.

N

As part of the EIA, WPD has assessed the cumulative impact of planned
projects including the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. Details of this
assessment can be found in Chapter 19 of the ES.

One respondent raised concern that
damage may be done to private property
by construction vehicles, where property
boundaries border narrow roads or access
tracks. They state that they expect any
damage to be repaired by WPD.

N

As part of the DCO application WPD has submitted a CTMP (Volume 8.7) which
has been discussed with the local authority. This defines which roads can be
used by different categories of construction vehicles. Throughout construction,
both WPD and its contractors would adhere to this CTMP. If however
accidental damage to private property occurs WPD will thoroughly investigate
and if responsible, ensure that any damage is made good.

Some respondents raised concern for the
traffic impacts caused by construction.
Among the concerns raised were:
- Additional traffic on the roads caused by

N

The impacts arising from construction traffic have been assessed and they are
reported within the ES as not significant. The assessment does not include
provision for removing cut timber from the forest as it is yet to be confirmed
whether it is commercially viable to do so. Any timber subsequently removed

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

construction, especially additional logging
traffic,
- Disruption caused by undergrounding
the connection under the A485 in Section
B,
- Road safety with specific regard to the
proximity of pole 162 in Section C6 to the
roadside, and the nearby access route
joining a busy road;
- Damage to ancient hedgerows caused by
construction traffic, particularly on
Llwynwalter Road.

will be undertaken under the authorisation of NRW.
Should consent be forthcoming, the underground cable would be installed under
the A485 and there would be a need to close one side of the carriageway.
Traffic would be managed via a signal controlled contra-flow system. Such
systems are a standard means of allowing work to take place in the highway
whilst allowing traffic to continue to pass. The management of traffic would
need to be agreed with the highways authority. In pre-application discussions
they have raised no concern.
Pre-application discussions with the highways authority have also taken place
with regard to each of the identified access locations. Access to pole 162 (now
pole 160) was not highlighted as a location where visibility improvement was
required based upon the anticipated low vehicle numbers.
WPD does not anticipate the need to remove hedgerows as a result of
construction traffic using the highways in and around Llwynwalter Road. Any
hedgerows requiring height reductions will be laid as opposed to flayed.

One respondent raised concern for the
impacts of extreme weather on an
overhead connection, they cited particular
concern for Nant Brechfa valley in section
C4 and the area from Pentremawr towards
the A485.

N

Some respondents suggested the entire
connection should be made underground
to improve resilience. They often cited an

N

The potential impact of extreme weather on the overhead elements of the
connection has been assessed as part of the Climate Change Resilience Report
which is submitted as an appendix to the ES (Volume 6.4).
To mitigate the impact of extreme weather on overhead lines, all 132kV
overhead lines built on land over 300m above sea level would be constructed
using twin wooden poles.
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

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

expected increase in severe weather as
further justification.

excellent record for supply security and reinstating overhead lines is significantly
quicker than restoring faults on 132kV underground cables. The potential for
effects to the infrastructure arising from extreme weather events is considered
within the Climate Change Report which is an appendix to the ES.
The Proposed Development is solely designed for exporting electricity
generated at the wind farm to 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.

Environment
Respondents raised concern for project
related CO2 emissions and the reduced
carbon absorption of the surrounding
forest as a result of felling. They also
questioned whether this has been taken
into account during the selection of the
chosen route corridor.

N

When deciding upon the route corridor for the connection a number of
considerations were made covering environmental, technical and cost. The
purpose of the connection project is to distribute electricity generated from a
renewable source and it is expected that the CO2 emission associated with
constructing the connection would be insignificant in comparison to the CO2
‘saved’ by the renewable energy generation over the lifetime of the project. Any
alternative route would result in minimal difference in overall CO2 emissions (for
instance another route may result in less forest felling but would likely be longer
and hence entail greater carbon cost elsewhere). National policy, in the form of
NPS EN-1 and EN-3, does not require the applicant to assess the carbon
emissions that would result from the development, or alternatives to the
development.

One respondent raised concern for the
impacts on cultural heritage. They
suggested that the method used for
assessment was inappropriate and that
the assessment was inaccurate.

N

The approach to the assessment was set out within the Scoping Report and
agreed by Cadw, CCC and Dyfed Archaeological Trust. They have also been
consulted throughout the process, they have reviewed draft versions of the
assessment and they have not identified any inaccuracies.

Summary of response
Some respondents raised concerns for the
impact of the connection on ecology and
wildlife, particularly around the impact of
felling large numbers of trees. Concern
was also raised for the quarry east of
Rhydargaeau which is home to nesting
kites, barn owls, tawny owls and buzzards.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N

The impact on ecology has been thoroughly assessed and the approach was
agreed with NRW and CCC both formally through the Scoping Report, and
informally through pre-application discussion. Bird surveys were carried out
along part of the route and the results of the surveys, and assessment of
impacts, considered in the ES.
The final alignment has been selected wherever possible to avoid loss of
valuable woodland. Where trees could be affected by the overhead line then
wherever practical lopping or pruning would be undertaken and felling would be
avoided if possible. Where trees are removed, lower growing trees and shrubs
would be planted and managed for ecological purposes.
The alignment passes to the west of Rhydargaeau and so is some distance
from the quarry which lies to the east of the settlement. It is considered that
birds nesting in the quarry would not be significantly affected.

One respondent raised concern for the
impact of poles on natural springs which
supply local houses with domestic water
supplies, particularly pole 170.

Y

WPD has considered the location of private water supplies as part of the
alignment routeing and has revisited the property supplied by the spring in this
location. Mitigation measures (poles can be placed within concrete sleeves)
have been discussed and would be implemented via a requirement of the DCO
to ensure there are no adverse impacts to drinking water quality.

One respondent raised concern regarding
potential run off and pollution caused as a
result of forest clearance in sections C8
and C10.

N

Large trees would be selectively felled; where stands of smaller trees are to be
removed, they would be mulched and chippings spread over the ground, which
would inhibit soil washoff.

Some respondents suggested that
proposals for environmental mitigation and
ecological enhancement are insufficient.

Y

Discussions with CCCC and NRW following statutory consultation regarding
enhancement have resulted in a proposal by WPD to fund a landscape and
ecological enhancement scheme. Careful thought has also been given to the
need for mitigation and, adopting a precautionary approach, mitigation
measures such as monitoring would be adopted.

Summary of response
Respondents made general comments
suggesting that the entire connection
should be made underground to minimise
the impact on the environment, or to
minimise the number of trees felled.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N

The alignment has been selected to minimise environmental impacts and in
particular the need for tree felling outside Brechfa Forest. The alignment would
be placed underground where impacts of an overhead line may otherwise be
considered unacceptable. This would meet WPD’s obligations to balance the
delivery of an economic solution with the protection of the environment, in
accordance with national policy.
Placing the entire alignment underground would not meet its obligations to
provide an economic solution because WPD is of the opinion that it cannot be
justified on environmental grounds. Undergrounding would not avoid the need
for tree felling since the cable would need to be installed using trenching
techniques.

Some respondents raised concern for the
number of trees that need to be felled
within the forestry, with some making
reference to the cumulative impact of this
loss in combination the Brechfa Forest
West Wind Farm development.

N

The extent of forest felling has been agreed with NRW who manage the
resource. The overall loss of forest has been assessed and is reported within
the ES. Compensatory planting for forest loss, where required, will be agreed
with NRW through further negotiation. Land which has been cleared of trees
will be subject to habitat management and a copy of the Habitat Management
Plan forms an appendix to the ES.

Respondents raised concern that as a
result of an overhead connection, their
children or future generations would not be
able to enjoy the landscape and
environment in the same way as past
generations.

N

The impact on landscape has been assessed in detail and the overhead line
alignment has been selected to minimise adverse impacts. Where WPD
considers it justified, the overhead line would be placed underground.
Elsewhere, the 132kV overhead line mounted on wooden poles has been
judged to not result in unacceptable impacts.

Respondents raised concern that the
cumulative impact on the landscape of the
new connection, in combination with other
existing infrastructure would be too great

N

The cumulative landscape and visual impacts have been assessed and whilst it
is acknowledged that near the connection with the existing EE route the new
overhead line would be viewed together with the existing overhead line, the
cumulative impacts have been judged to be acceptable. The connection is

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

or has been under assessed. This was a
particular concern in regard to
convergence of power lines in Sections A2
and A3, with existing wind farms on
Section C, and with additional access
tracks.

Some respondents made comments
regarding the level of appropriate visual
mitigation. These included:
- General comments that the visual
mitigation is inadequate,
- A suggestion that by only considering 9
viewpoints in the Draft ES, it is not
possible to judge whether mitigation would
be adequate,
- Concern that ash trees currently
providing screening of the proposed route
are vulnerable to ash dieback and as such
may not offer adequate screening in
future,
Concern that not enough visual screening
is being put in place to mitigate the visual
impacts of access tracks on public rights of
way.

required to export the electricity generated by the Brechfa Forest West Wind
Farm, as such it has also been included within the cumulative assessment. The
result of the assessment is that the connection and wind farm together are
considered to be acceptable in environmental terms.
WPD’s approach to access tracks has been to use existing tracks where
appropriate. Where tracks do not exist routes have been chosen to minimise
impacts on the environment. The majority of new routes are not likely to require
any work to enable access to pole locations. Where work is needed, WPDs
starting point would be to use matting or boards for vehicles to drive across.
These can be easily removed once construction is completed.
N

The potential landscape and visual impacts have been carefully assessed and
mitigation is recommended where necessary. The residual impact, accounting
for mitigation, was also assessed and found to be acceptable without the need
for screen planting.
The approach to the assessment, including the number of viewpoints selected,
was agreed with CCC and NRW and their landscape advisors and is considered
appropriate for the assessment of impacts of this Proposed Development.
Access to the pole, trenching or HDD locations will utilise existing access points
and tracks wherever possible. The visual impact on rights of way has been
assessed and impacts would not be significant.

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

Many respondents raised general concern
for the surrounding landscape and views.
Many respondents also raised specific
concern for views from residential
properties.

N

The landscape and visual aspects have been carefully assessed and the
alignment has been selected with consideration for the avoidance or
minimisation of impacts. Views from potentially affected properties were also
assessed and adequate setback of the overhead line from such properties has
been ensured. Whilst not a determining factor in the selection of
undergrounding, that section of the route which passes alongside the greatest
number of residential properties (the Towy Valley section) has been
undergrounded thereby removing the potential for views.

Some respondents raised concern for the
impact of the route on views from the
A485.

N

The effect on viewpoints from highways and other routes, although transient
from the point of view of passing motorists, was assessed and found to be
acceptable. Statutory consultation responses from CCC and NRW did not take
issue with these conclusions which were originally presented within the draft ES.

Many respondents suggested that the
connection should be placed underground
to minimise the impact on landscape.

N

Consideration has been given to undergrounding in order to ensure that
potentially unacceptable impacts are avoided and in order that WPD satisfies its
obligation to safeguard the environment. WPD’s approach to the use of
undergrounding as mitigation for what would otherwise be significant
environmental effects has been led, first and foremost, by a consideration of
potential landscape and visual effects. The study which WPD undertook to
identify any areas where overhead line would give rise to ‘serious concern’
concluded that it was only the crossing of the Towy Valley where significant
effect might occur. In all other locations WPD concluded that an overhead line
could be satisfactorily accommodated within the landscape.

Some respondents raised general
concerns over the effects of overhead
lines on people’s health.

N

The alignment has been designed in compliance with applicable legislation and
industry standards to ensure that EMF levels experienced by any member of the
public would not exceed safe levels.

Respondents referred to levels of stress

N

WPD has sought to act in a fair and transparent manner throughout the course

Health and safety

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

caused by the existence of the project or
the way that WPD has treated local
residents.

Some respondents suggested that the
connection should be made underground
to protect people's health, some noted that
EMFs are blocked by soil.

of the project. At the earliest stages of the project WPD prepared and agreed
with CCC a non-statutory consultation strategy which set out how it would
communicate with landowners and local residents and it believes that it has
abided by this document. WPD cannot prevent the existence of the project as it
has a statutory obligation to provide a connection to the proposed wind farm.
N

Electric fields are easily blocked by soil, but such fields also fall off rapidly with
distance from an overhead line and the distance of the overhead line alignment
from potential receptors ensures safe levels of exposure.
The alignment has been designed in compliance with applicable legislation and
industry standards to ensure that EMF levels experienced by any member of the
public would not exceed safe levels.

One respondent raised concern over the
potential noise emanating from overhead
lines and the associated disturbance to
residents.

N

The residents closest to the overhead line would be located at a distance
beyond which noise from an overhead line is audible. WPD have consulted with
CCC’s environmental health officer who is satisfied that operational noise can
be scoped out from the noise assessment. This is because it has been agreed
that there is no likelihood of significant operational impacts.

One respondent raised concern for the
potential hazard to low flying aircraft
caused by overhead lines.

N

The maximum height above ground level of the overhead line (approximately
18m) is far lower than the altitude of any low-flying aircraft. WPD has consulted
with statutory consultees, this included the Ministry of Defence, and no
objections with regard to low flying aircraft have been received.

A few respondents raised other concerns
regarding health and safety. One
respondent noted the proximity of the
connection to Gwalia Garage and its
propane gas cylinders, indicating their
concern that the power lines may attract

N

Overhead lines are most susceptible to lightning strike where they include
transformers or switchgear. The proposed connection does not contain
transformers or switchgear. The closest pole to the Gwalia Garage would be
located some 300m to the west (pole 116). In the unlikely event that this pole
was affected by lightning, the distance to the garage is sufficient to prevent any
secondary incidents.

Summary of response
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lighting strikes. Other respondents cited
concern for maintenance staff working on
overhead cables, suggesting that their
safety would be better ensured by an
underground connection.
Some respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection and associated
construction on emergency service
vehicles. Particularly those using the
A485 and the air ambulance currently
using the landing site near Glangwili
Bridge.

The maintenance of an overhead line by WPD staff is undertaken in accordance
with strict health and safety operating procedures. All members of staff are
given thorough training on how to work safely on overhead lines.
Y

During the laying of the underground cable it would be necessary to close one
side of the A485 carriageway. Traffic would still be able to pass north and south
along the A485 subject to traffic control. If emergency vehicles need to journey
north or south they will be able to do so, either with the normal flow of traffic, or
through the use of their blue lights and two-tone siren.
WPD was made aware of the presence of the air ambulance landing site during
Stage 2 Consultation. WPD consulted with the operators of the air ambulance
during Stage 2 and at Stage 3 Consultation. No objections have been received.
WPD proposes to underground the connection within the field identified as the
landing site.

Land owner issues
A few respondents raised concern
regarding the manner in which surveys
had been carried out. They cited
examples of unannounced visits and
inappropriate reference to powers of
compulsion.

N

Whenever surveys have been undertaken on land affected by this project, WPD
has endeavoured to agree a suitable notice period with the owner or occupier of
the land prior to access being taken. In the absence of voluntary agreement for
surveys WPD relied upon its statutory powers under the Electricity Act 1989 to
enable entry onto land. Although there have been instances where issues have
occurred, where the project has been notified of these, the project team has
investigated the circumstances and responded accordingly.

N

Penalties for non-compliance are only applied when the non-compliance is
directly attributable to the claimant. Claimants are exempted from cross

Policy, principles and project case
One respondent raised concern for the
impact of the connection on Welsh

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
compliance where works are undertaken under statutory authority. Source –
Defra Letter 17 November 2007.

Government Agri-environmental schemes
suggesting that work carried out under
these schemes could be undermined.
One respondent challenged the route
alignment selection process. They
suggested that WPD failed to consider a
shorter route through the Brechfa Forest to
the substation.

N

The alignment selection process was agreed with relevant statutory consultees
and a variety of routes were considered. The finally selected route is
considered to achieve the best possible connection alignment to the consented
Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm Substation.

A large number of respondents made
comments regarding local wind farm
developments, often highlighting their
impacts on the local community, and
noting their opposition to them.

N

WPD is not a wind farm developer. Where a wind farm developer receives
consent for a scheme and wishes to export the electricity subsequently
generated, WPD has a statutory obligation to provide a connection. WPD is
aware of the fact that there are a number of wind farms and single wind turbines
within this part of Carmarthenshire and understands that this may be due to the
fact that national planning policy, in the form of Technical Advice Note 8,
identifies the Brechfa Forest as a Strategic Search Area for wind. All proposed
wind farms have been scoped for inclusion within the cumulative assessments
which WPD has undertaken as part of the EIA process. The results of the
assessments are presented within the various topic based chapters contained
within the ES.

One respondent noted their intention to
build a new house on a plot in Section C,
noting its proximity to the proposed route.

N

Existing planning applications were considered as part of the routeing process
but it is not possible to anticipate future planning applications. The plot in
question is believed to be some 200m from the proposed overhead line. A
proposed house on the plot is therefore unlikely to be affected by the
connection.

One respondent noted that they have
planning permission for a new
development.

N

A search of existing planning applications within 2km of the alignment was
undertaken as part of the development of the proposed alignment. The ES also
records the cumulative impacts assessments undertaken which include

Summary of response
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consideration of schemes for which planning permission has been granted, but
are not implemented.

Some respondents raised concern that the
wooden poles used for the connection
could be upgraded to larger poles or metal
pylons in the future

N

If a DCO is granted, it would be for the construction of a wooden pole line with a
maximum pole height of 20m (the tallest pole currently planned is 18m, plus a
2m vertical deviation). Should WPD wish to increase pole heights in the future,
or substitute wooden poles for metal pylons, a separate DCO application would
be required.

Some respondents made comments on
UK energy policy. Comments were made
on the effectiveness of wind farms in
energy generation, and that wind farms
were being imposed by DECC against the
wishes of local people.

N

WPD is not a wind farm developer. The effectiveness of wind farms is not a
consideration for WPD in the context of this application. National policy at both
a UK and Wales level recognises that onshore wind is one of the most important
technologies for delivering the UK’s binding commitment to generate 15% of its
energy by renewable means by 2020.

Some respondents made comments on
UK planning policy. They mainly
suggested that there should have been a
single planning application combing all
local wind farms and their associated
connections. One commented that the
proposed connection disregards
Government Planning Policy Statements 4
and 7 in its impact on the natural and
historic environment.

N

Currently no mechanism exists which requires all wind farms, for example within
the Brechfa Forest Strategic Search Area, to come forward as a single
application. Similarly there is no requirement that the grid connections be
considered at the same time as a wind farm application. This is because a grid
connection may be consented under separate legislation (the Electricity Act as
opposed to the Town and Country Planning Act) or in the case of a DCO, it may
be considered to be associated development which in Wales means that it
cannot form part of a wind farm DCO.
With regard to Planning Policy Statements 4 and 7, these used to apply in
England and have been superseded by the National Planning Policy
Framework. WPD has taken due consideration of Welsh planning policy, most
notably in the form of Planning Policy Wales Edition 7 and the relevant
Technical Advice Notes.

Summary of response
One respondent expressed general
support for the project.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N

WPD welcomes the level of support expressed.

One respondent commented that the
connection should follow hedgerows rather
than going through the middle of fields, in
order to cause minimal disruption to
farming.

Y

The overhead line alignment has been selected so as to avoid a number of
constraints and to minimise the potential for significant impacts. Landowners
have been consulted on the alignment. As a result of consultation spans have
been increased to minimise the number of poles within fields. Poles have also
been relocated alongside, but not within, hedgerows.

Some respondents commented that the
proposed route was too close to residential
properties, with particular reference to
dwellings in Section C and along the A485.

N

The proximity of residences has been considered throughout the routeing of the
alignment and wherever possible distances to residences has been maximised.
The potential for significant effects, for example visual and noise effects, has
been considered by WPD and the results of this consideration are provided
within the ES.

Some respondents questioned why the
substation is located at the south east
corner of the Brechfa Forest West Wind
Farm when the connection is proposed to
exit the wind farm from the south west,
resulting in additional cost and additional
tree felling. Some suggest that an
alternative DCO application has not been
fully considered.

N

The proposed site of the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm and its substation was
consented as part of the DCO application for that development. WPD is not the
wind farm developer and therefore has no direct control over where the
substation is sited. The wind farm developer has requested a connection to the
substation in the consented location and WPD has a statutory obligation to
provide this connection. Whilst WPD could submit a planning application to
provide a substation in a different location it would have no powers to require
the wind farm developer to implement the consent.

One respondent suggested an alternative
route for the connection to the Brechfa
Forest East Wind Farm.

N

WPD has been informed by the wind farm developer that the Brechfa Forest
East Wind Farm is on hold and as such WPD has been requested not to pursue
a connection to the wind farm. As such a route to connect Brechfa Forest East
Wind Farm did not form part of statutory consultation. As and when the wind
farm developer, RES, decides that a connection is required it will need a

Routeing

Summary of response
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separate DCO application. This will require statutory consultation and
consultees will be given the opportunity to suggest alternative routes to it.

Many respondents expressed general
support for undergrounding, or suggested
that the entire route should be
underground.

N

WPD accepts that many respondents wish to see the whole connection
underground. However WPD’s studies have concluded that it is only in the
crossing of the Towy Valley that serious concerns would arise requiring
mitigation in the form of undergrounding. It is the opinion of WPD that the rest
of the route can satisfactorily accommodate an overhead line.

Some respondents noted the proposals by
WPD to underground certain sections of
the route, and argued that the same
consideration should be shown towards
other residents and landscapes by
undergrounding elsewhere.

N

WPD followed a clearly defined methodology when considering the
appropriateness of undergrounding as mitigation of an overhead line. This
methodology was led by landscape and visual considerations but also informed
by historic and ecological inputs. The conclusion reached was that ‘serious
concerns’ arising from an overhead line would occur only in the section which
crosses the Towy Valley. WPD is of the opinion that along the rest of the route
the distance to residential properties, the character of the landscape and the
presence or absence of designated areas is such that an overhead line can be
accommodated satisfactorily.

Some respondents suggested that certain
sections of the route should be
underground because of proximity to
housing. Particularly Sections C1, C2 and
C3. One respondent suggested that the
cost of this additional undergrounding
could be offset by not undergrounding part
of Section B which they believed would
impact less upon local residents.

N

WPD’s approach to undergrounding has been to follow a methodology which
has been informed by policy guidance contained within NPS EN-5. This
suggests that undergrounding may be used as mitigation of an overhead line
where there are serious concerns about the landscape and visual effects.
Areas with the potential for serious concerns to occur are cited within the policy
guidance as residential areas and landscape of natural beauty or historic
importance such as national parks and AONBs. No statutory designated
landscapes exist within the study area. The connection would be
undergrounded across the Towy Valley as mitigation for potentially significant
impacts on the SLA. Although not the primary reason, the presence of
residential areas to the east and west would also benefit. In other locations
WPD’s assessments have concluded that effects upon residential areas are not
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significant and do not require mitigation in the form of undergrounding.

Socio-economic
One respondent suggested that the whole
route should be undergrounded to
minimise the impact on communities.

N

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 a section of
underground cable where justified. WPD’s assessments have concluded that
effects upon nearby communities are not significant and therefore it cannot be
justified placing the whole route underground.

Some respondents questioned the benefits
of the connection to the local community.
They often made reference to community
funds, and suggested that these do
nothing to compensate for the impacts of
the connection.

N

WPD would provide payments to landowners directly affected by the
connection. Payments will be based upon the type and amount of infrastructure
proposed for their land. Local community benefits are not proposed although
WPD is aware that the wind farm developer is to establish a community benefits
fund.

One respondent raised concern that a loss
of value in properties could result in local
residents having less to pass on to their
children.

N

WPD is not aware of any evidence to suggest that the presence of a 132kV
wood pole line would adversely affect house prices.

One respondent raised concern for the
impact of the connection on agriculture.
They noted the reduction in land available
for cultivation caused by pole placement.

Y

Placement of poles in fields used for grazing would have no significant impact
on grazing practice. Poles located in fields used for cultivation may suffer a
negligible loss of productive area only in the area immediately around the pole
and pole stays themselves. The location of the poles has been determined
following discussions with the relevant landowners to minimise these effects.
Where feasible, poles have been moved to sit alongside field boundaries.

One respondent made general comments
raising concern for the impact of the

N

Potential for impacts on businesses, including tourism, have been addressed in
the ES chapter on socio-economics. No significant effects have been identified.

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

connection on people's livelihoods and
businesses.
Some respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on public rights of
way, particularly that WPD should not
interfere with or close any public rights of
way. They also raised concern for the
visual impacts of both the connection and
associated access tracks on public rights
of way.

N

Public rights of way were considered when selecting the alignment and it was
concluded that there would not be any permanent impact. Temporary impacts
at certain locations may occur during conductor stringing between poles but this
should not unduly affect users. There would be a requirement to temporarily
divert one public right of way. A diversion route will be provided and the existing
right of way reinstated following the completion of construction activities in that
area.
Visual impacts upon the users of public rights of way have been assessed and
are reported within Chapter 9 of the ES. Impacts are found to be not significant.

Some respondents raised concern for the
general tranquillity and amenity of the
area, or general disruption to people's
lives.

N

WPD acknowledges that there would be some short-term localised disruption to
tranquillity in certain locations. This would be temporary and only during
constriction, and would not be of such a level as to be categorised as significant
in EIA terms.

One respondent raised concern for the
potential impact of the connection on
horse riding due to the connection taking
up land within the Brechfa Forest.

N

Some existing access tracks within the forest would be used by construction
vehicles. Use would be temporary and restricted to certain hours and days of
the week. Use of the tracks would be subject to compliance with the CTMP.
Once constructed, the alignment would not affect horse riding or other
recreational pursuits.

Many respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on tourism and
the tourist industry. They often highlighted
the economic importance of tourism to the
area.

N

The importance of tourism in the area and wider region is recognised and the
impact of the Proposed Development upon this sector has been addressed in
the ES chapter on socio-economics. It has been concluded that impacts would
not be significant.

Some respondents suggested that the
connection be undergrounded to reduce

N

WPD has considered the potential for effects upon the tourism industry. This
consideration is reported within the socio-economic chapter of the ES, and this

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

the impact on tourism and the tourist
industry.

has been informed in part by the assessment of visual impact which is reported
within the Landscape and Visual Assessment chapter. Due to the careful siting
of what is a predominantly single pole overhead line, it has been concluded that
impacts would not be so significant as to negatively affect tourism.

One respondent raised concern for the
cumulative impact of the connection in
combination with the Brechfa Forest West
Wind Farm, on house prices in the
Gwyddgrug area.

N

The proposed connection does not extent north to Gwyddgrug since the
removal of the proposed Bryn Llywelyn Wind Farm. Although it may be possible
to see the Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm from the settlement, the Proposed
Development is unlikely to be visible.

Many respondents raised concern for the
impact of the connection on the value of
properties suggesting that nearby
properties would be subject to a large fall
in value.

N

WPD is not aware of any evidence to suggest that the presence of a 132kV
wooden pole line would adversely affect house prices.

One respondent raised concern that
impacts on property prices could
negatively affect local resident's retirement
plans.

N

WPD is not aware of any evidence to suggest that the presence of a 132kV
wooden pole line would adversely affect house prices.

Some respondents suggested that the
connection should be made underground
to reduce the impact on local property
values.

N

WPD is not aware of any evidence to suggest that the presence of a 132kV
wooden pole line would adversely affect house prices. Mitigation in the form of
undergrounding would therefore not be appropriate.

Some respondents indicated that WPD
should compensate local residents who
have suffered a loss in property values or
have had an adverse impact on their
business as a result of the connection.

N

WPD is not aware of any evidence to suggest that the presence of a 132kV
wooden pole line would adversely affect house prices.
WPD is not liable for loss of business caused by works that it has a statutory
duty to carry out.

Responses from elected members and non-statutory groups
Consultee

Summary of response

Cllr Linda Evans On the 10th of July 2013 Carmarthenshire
Carmarthenshire County Council (all Members) supported a
County Council
motion to request that all cabling for the
Brechfa Forest Connection will be
underground. I then supported this motion as
I do to this day.

The developer has made no attempt to
accommodate the Counties wishes at all
except under the Towy. Although in every
consultation to date it’s been requested by
all.

The people of Carmarthenshire - especially
the residence of the North of Carmarthen will
suffer major visual impact from the Brechfa
Wind Farm Development, and therefore I
think it is the duty of the developer to do
everything in its powers to prevent any more

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N
WPD is aware of the council motion requesting that
the entire connection be underground. WPD is also
aware of its statutory obligation and advice contained
within the National Policy Statements, the latter which
indicate that an overhead line is not generally
incompatible with a developer’s statutory duty to have
regard to amenity and mitigate impacts. WPD
considered locations along the route of the proposed
connection where an overhead line may give rise to
‘serious concerns’ (reference NPS EN-5 paragraph
2.8.8). Having considered the entire connection
alignment WPD concluded that the crossing of the
Towy Valley should be underground.
N
WPD is aware of the council’s wishes but it needs
also to abide by its statutory duty to provide an
economic connection. WPD has sought to balance
the environmental technical and cost implications of
underground and overhead and it has concluded that
the scheme as present achieves this balance
satisfactorily.
N
WPD has considered the potential for cumulative
impacts with other developments, including the
consented Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm. Its
conclusions, reported within the ES, are that
cumulative impacts will not be significant and that as
such there is no requirement to mitigate them by

Consultee

Summary of response
impact on this part of the County and
underground cabling will go some way to do
this.
In the long term (25yrs) underground cabling
will be a financial saving for the developer as
it will need no maintenance.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
undergrounding the connection for its entirety.

N

There is no clarification on the noise effect.

N

The visual impact of the overground lines
and pylons will have a detrimental effect on
the attractiveness of the area and impact on
tourism. As l have already stated on many
occasions all connections should be
underground to negate the visual impact.

N

WPD has considered the lifetime costs of the
connection using either an entirely overhead or
underground approach. The lifetime costs
assessment considers the construction, operation and
maintenance costs. The conclusion reached, which is
set out within the Lifetime Costs Report (Volume 8.4),
is that the lifetime costs of an entirely underground
connection would be over five times the cost of an
overhead line (£28.14m as opposed to £5.11m).
The predicted residual effect of noise from
construction of the Proposed Development, following
adoption of any recommended mitigation measures,
is not significant. The effect of noise from the
operation of the overhead lines and associated
maintenance would be negligible and has been
scoped from the assessment with the agreement of
CCC’s EHO. Further details can be found in Chapter
14 of the ES.
The visual effects of the Proposed Development
(including cumulative) have generally been identified
as minor or negligible and not significant. This
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure,
the careful route alignment process undertaken and
the decision to underground the section of the route
across most of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded

Consultee

Summary of response

Compensation payments to landowners is
inadequate and unrealistically low. A new
scheme should be worked up immediately to
ensure fair payments for all land owners.
Cllr Pamela
Palmer
Carmarthenshire
County Council

It is unfortunate that our constituents
maintain that the consultation process has
not been as open and transparent as they
would have expected. This is an issue that
we have raised with you during this process.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
mitigation in the careful design of the route has been
implemented to reduce any impact as far as
practicable. Careful design of the route has reduced
impacts as far as practicable. The socio-economic
impacts have been assessed and not found to have
any significant impact on local tourism.
N

The payments to be made to landowners and
occupiers has been published in the “Guide to
payments to landowners” contained in the Landowner
Pack. There are no proposals to change these
payments.
WPD published a Consultation Strategy for stages
one and two of the consultation process which clearly
set out how it proposed to communicate with the local
community at each of the three stages of the
consultation process.
Under the requirements of the Planning Act 2008,
ahead of statutory consultation WPD published a
Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) which
set out how WPD intended to consult local
communities about its plans to build, operate and
maintain the new 132kV electricity line distribution
connection.
In developing the SoCC WPD consulted with and took
into account the views of Carmarthenshire County
Council about what should be included in the SoCC

Consultee

Summary of response

We have previously indicated the need to
develop a protocol in which clear channels of
communication are set out. We suggested
that the protocol should include the process
WPD would undertake over the coming
months and years, with particular reference
to its engagement with landowners,
wayleaves, access rights etc. We also stated
that it was vital that landowners and the
community were fully informed of their right
to a Land Agent and the advice services
which were available to them. We are
disappointed that this did not happen and
believe that the community would have felt
more comfortable if a protocol was in place.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
before finalising it and making it available for
inspection by the public. As part of this process, the
council’s Planning Committee reviewed and approved
the authority’s comments on the SoCC.
WPD published a Consultation Strategy for stages
one and two of the consultation process which clearly
set out how it proposed to communicate with the local
community at each of the three stages of the
consultation process.
Under the requirements of the Planning Act 2008,
ahead of statutory consultation WPD published a
Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) which
set out how WPD intended to consult local
communities about its plans to build, operate and
maintain the new 132kV electricity line distribution
connection.
In developing the SoCC WPD consulted with and took
into account the views of Carmarthenshire County
Council about what should be included in the SoCC
before finalising it and making it available for
inspection by the public. As part of this process, the
council’s Planning Committee reviewed and approved
the authority’s comments on the SoCC.
Both of the consultation strategies and the SoCC
clearly explained how members of the local
community could contact WPD to ask questions or to

Consultee

Jonathan
Edwards MP
and
Rhodri Glyn
Thomas AM

Summary of response

You will of course be aware that we have
continually called for planning applications
for associated transmission infrastructure to
be submitted in tandem with the wind farm
planning application. We have consistently
maintained that only with the applications
submitted simultaneously would communities
have a true and accurate understanding of
how the developments would impact the
area.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
provide consultation feedback. A copy of the
published SoCC was available to view at five
information points along the route and also on the
project website.

N

Information about landowners entitlement to
professional representation is clearly set out in the
Landowner Pack which has been distributed to all
potentially affected landowners and occupiers.
The parallel consideration of wind farm and
connection applications lies outside the remit of WPD.
Sometimes a connection and a wind farm would fall to
be considered under different legislation, for example
the Town and Country Planning Act and Electricity
Act, or a connection may potentially, in Wales, be
considered to be associated development in the
context of a DCO for a wind farm. In this latter case
the connection would be the subject of either a
separate planning application or a DCO depending
upon its characteristics. Advice to the decision maker
when considering a NSIP such as a wind farm is that
whilst it is preferable to consider both applications in
tandem, providing sufficient information to comply
with the EIA Directive including the indirect,
secondary and cumulative effects, which will
encompass information on grid connections is
provided and that the decision-maker is satisfied that
there are no obvious reasons why the necessary
approvals for the other element are likely to be
refused, then an approach which includes separate

Consultee

Summary of response
We as politicians of course strongly believe
that all energy generating and transmission
planning matters should be fully devolved to
the National Assembly for Wales to prevent
such decisions being taken by those
completely unaware of the communities that
such developments affect.
There are many bed and breakfast facilities
in the area. Welsh tourism depends heavily
on the country's landscape and the erection
of poles with ruin the beautiful views. The
result on the tourism industry could be very
damaging.

The route chosen which follows the A485 is
near a large number of houses. This will
have an impact on their enjoyment of the
environment, their homes and house price.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
applications for each may be acceptable.
N
WPD appreciates the comment made with regard to
the devolution of power to the Assembly but it must
operate within the current legislative framework.

N

N

The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users. The landscape and visual
effects of the Proposed Development (including
cumulative) have generally been identified as minor
or negligible and not significant. This reflects the
relatively small scale and wooden pole appearance of
the proposed overhead infrastructure, the careful
route alignment process undertaken and the decision
to underground the section of the route across most
of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in the
careful design of the route has been implemented to
reduce any impact as far as practicable.
The landscape and visual effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) upon visual
receptors have generally been identified as minor or
negligible and not significant. Approximately 42
residential properties have been identified as
experience significant (moderate) effects during the

Consultee

Summary of response

Low flying aircrafts frequently pass above the
chosen corridor, both jets and transporter
aircraft. They both fly very low which will be a
hazard particularly in bad weather.

Our constituents question what benefits the
development of wooden poles would bring to
the local community. We are yet to see a
positive case being presented.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
operation phase. The landscape and visual
assessment considers that these will not be of major
significance. WPD considers that this number of
properties to be a low order of magnitude and that it
reflects the relatively small scale and wooden pole
appearance of the proposed overhead infrastructure,
the careful route alignment process undertaken and
the decision to underground the section of the route
across most of the Towy Valley SLA.
N
WPD consulted with the MOD at each of the three
stages of the consultation process. During Stage 1
their response was “no safeguarding concerns”,
during Stage 2 WPD received no response and
during statutory consultation their response was “no
safeguarding objections”.
N
The proposed connection would allow the distribution
of renewable energy from the wind farm. The
importance of renewable energy to Wales is set out
within the Welsh Government’s Energy Policy
Statement 2010: A Low Carbon Revolution and
Planning Policy Wales (PPW), amongst other
documents. PPW Chapter 12 states that government
is committed to tacking climate change by reducing
greenhouse gas emissions as well as increasing
energy security. PPW considers that renewable wind
energy continues to offer the greatest potential for
delivering renewable energy. Addressing climate
change and improving energy security will bring
benefits to all communities in Wales.

Consultee

Summary of response

The proposed overhead electric cables will
be on the flight path of migrating Canadian
Geese as well as other water fowl.

The Environmental impact of this project
could be immeasurable and risks losing a
large part of the wildlife currently seen in the
area.

One landowner since taking ownership of the
farm has completed a 10 year environmental
protection scheme - Tir Gofal - established
by the Welsh Government to support wildlife,
and carefully manage farmland in an
environmental and sustainable way. Our
constituents also planted a woodland area of
over 2000 indigenous species of broad leaf
tree as part of the Welsh Government better

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
WPD proposes to finance a Landscape and Ecology
Enhancement Fund which will be available to local
landowners to undertake environmental enhancement
on their land.
N
The section of the alignment across the Towy Valley
and the River Towy will be placed underground. As a
result, there will be no risks to wintering or nesting
birds. Overall, no significant effect at any level was
found for collision risk, injury or harm for birds from
the operation of the Proposed Development.
N
The only impacts of operation on plants and animals
include a small scale temporary effect on woodland,
hedgerows and mature trees during maintenance
trimming every five years, an unlikely but localised
scale injury or disturbance effect to dormice during
the same period and no significant effect on birds.
Some temporary significant effects from the
construction phase may be felt by dormice until
shrubs have re-established (2-5 years) however
mitigation in the form of new dormice boxes to
replace lost nesting habitat will be undertaken.
N
Careful design of the scheme has reduced
environmental impacts as far as practicable.

Consultee

Summary of response
woodland Wales scheme. They have spent a
lot of time and money protecting the
environment and enhancing the beautiful
landscape. These poles would totally
undermine this work.
The character of the landscape will change
dramatically as this is farmland with wide
open fields and is used for grazing and
harvesting silage. Construction of overhead
high H-poles cause damage to the ground,
take away the harvesting area and are a
blight on the landscape.

My constituents continue to be concerned
that the above ground cables generate

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

N

N

The landscape character effects of the Proposed
Development (including cumulative) have generally
been identified as minor or negligible and not
significant. Significant (moderate) effects would be
limited to the construction and operational phase
landscape character effects at pLCA10 (a localised
issue relating to the loss of a stand of atypical pine
trees and inclusion of a greater number of H poles to
efficiently traverse an area of ecologically valuable
marshy ground).
The lack of more than one localised significant
landscape effect reflects the relatively small scale and
wooden pole appearance of the proposed overhead
infrastructure, the careful route alignment process
undertaken and the decision to underground the
section of the route across most of the Towy Valley
SLA. Embedded mitigation in the careful design of
the route has been implemented to reduce any impact
as far as practicable. No land will be taken out of
permanent use by the erection of wooden poles and
measures to minimise damage to the ground during
installation are recorded in the CEMP, which is
included in the DCO submission.
The route has been selected to avoid exposing any
residential dwellings to electric or magnetic fields

Consultee

Summary of response
magnetic and electrical fields which are a
long term health concern. There is no
conclusive evidence that the poles do not
pose a risk to health.
It is clear that there has not been enough
research into the effect on peoples' health
when living next door or near to over-ground
electricity cables
The landowners directly affected by the
scheme due to their land accommodating the
wooden poles will see their properties lose
value. They will also be at a disadvantage
when it comes to selling the properties.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
(EMF) above thresholds (reference levels)
recommended by International Commission on NonIonising Radiation Protection.

N

Whilst wooden poles are of course a clear
blight on the area there is further concern
that these will be upgraded to metal pylons in
the future.

N

We continue to feel strongly that the whole
line should be placed underground. This
causes minimal damage and avoids
destroying landscapes, lives and does not
reduce land use.

N

WPD recognises that the visual impact is a major
concern for all community members and WPD has
tried wherever possible to minimise the impact of its
proposal. Any valid claim by landowners for injurious
affection will be assessed after the line has been
constructed when any impact can be seen.
If a DCO is granted, it would be for the construction of
a wooden pole line with a maximum pole height of
20m. Should WPD wish to increase pole heights in
the future, or substitute wooden poles for metal
pylons, a separate DCO application would be
required.
WPD is aware of the view expressed by elected
representatives that the entire connection be
underground. WPD is also aware of its statutory
obligation and advice contained within the National
Policy Statements, the latter which indicate that an
overhead line is not generally incompatible with a
developer’s statutory duty to have regard to amenity
and mitigate impacts. WPD considered locations
along the route of the proposed connection where an

Consultee

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
overhead line may give rise to ‘serious concerns’
(reference NPS EN-5 paragraph 2.8.8). Having
considered the entire connection alignment WPD
concluded that only the crossing of the Towy Valley
should be underground.
Whilst we acknowledge the cost implications
N
The lifetime costs of undergrounding the entire
to this we believe that benefits of an
connection would be approximately £28.14m as
undergrounding project truly outweighs this
opposed to £5.11m associated with a connection that
cost. Our constituents have already suffered
was all overhead. WPD has sought to mitigate the
as a result of major wind farm projects in the
potential for significant environmental effects by
area, undergrounding would minimise the
undergrounding the connection across the Towy
effect on the environment, local community
Valley. This is an area of Carmarthenshire which is
and demonstrate that WPD is working with
designated for its ecological, landscape and cultural
the community. Constituents have expressed
importance.
their disempowerment in relation to the
WPD’s approach to engagement with members of the
manner in which these applications are
public has been set out within the non-statutory
determined.
consultation strategy agreed with CCC and latterly
within the SOCC. WPD has implemented the actions
set out within both documents. It has engaged both
formally and informally with landowners and
responses received have informed the final design.
Despite calling for full costing of
N
WPD originally set out its costings for an entirely
undergrounding this project we are yet to see
underground connection at Stage 1 non-statutory
confirmed figures. It is simply not good
consultation (Report into Underground Cable Costs).
enough for WPD to state the cost for
This report was re-issued as the Lifetime Costs
undergrounding would be approximately ten
Report as part of non-statutory Stage 2 consultation.
times greater than over grounding without
This second report provided costs for both
publishing a full breakdown of costs to justify
undergrounding and overhead over the anticipated
this claim.
lifetime of the connection. Having finalised the design
of the connection following Stage 3 Statutory
Summary of response

Consultee

Summary of response

Constituents are very concerned that the
criteria imposed on WPD aims to defend the
interests of large multi-national energy
companies rather than the interests of the
local community.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
consultation the cost calculations have been revised
and are provided within the updated Lifetime Cost
Report which is submitted with the DCO application.
N
WPD, as a statutory undertaker, is bound by the
relevant industry regulator and by statute. It is
therefore required to comply with the guidance and
duties imposed as well as by National Policy
Guidance when designing a connection route.

Pole 169 - Major concerns that this pole will
be close to a spring that supplies the
household with water. It is vital that a full
assessment is made in this case.

Y

Pole 154 - Located approximately 100
metres from a domestic property. This pole
will be very dangerous to the land owner's
livestock when the ponies gallop down the
hill. Already five electricity poles and stays
plus a transformer on the 8 acre field - it is
senseless to propose adding yet further
poles onto what is already overcrowded
space.
Pole 155 - Proposed to be erected on a
sensitive wetland area. Constituents are very
concerned that the ecological effect will be
severe.
We have raised with you previously that

N

Y

N

WPD has considered the location of private water
supplies as part of the alignment routeing and has
revisited the property supplied by the spring in this
location. Mitigation measures (poles can be placed
within concrete sleeves) have been discussed and
would be implemented to ensure there are no
adverse impacts to drinking water quality.
Pole 154 (now Pole 153) has been retained in the
position previously consulted upon. This is because it
is an angle pole, movement of which would affect the
alignment of poles north and south.

Pole 155 (now Pole 154) has been moved north
along the field boundary. This has enabled WPD to
move the overhead line to an alignment that more
closely follows existing field boundaries.
WPD published a Consultation Strategy for stages

Consultee

Summary of response
residents felt very excluded from the
consultation process. Unfortunately this
continues to be the case. You will be aware
that we have written to you previously
requesting that you hold a public meeting to
discuss matters. Instead you opted to hold
drop in events. My constituents did not find
these event sufficient and would have
preferred open public meetings. We believe
that this would have been a more
transparent way of conducting the
consultation.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
one and two of the consultation process which clearly
set out how it proposed to communicate with the local
community at each of the three stages of the
consultation process.
Under the requirements of the Planning Act 2008,
ahead of statutory consultation WPD published a
Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) which
set out how WPD intended to consult local
communities about its plans to build, operate and
maintain the new 132kV electricity line distribution
connection.
In developing the SoCC, WPD consulted with and
took into account the views of CCC about what
should be included in the SoCC before finalising it
and making it available for inspection by the public.
As part of this process, the council’s Planning
Committee reviewed and approved the authority’s
comments on the SoCC.
As part of statutory consultation WPD wrote to every
household and business within 3km of the Proposed
Development to invite them to take part in the
consultation. This amounted to more than 6,000
properties. WPD also publicised the consultation in
the local newspaper using full page adverts on three
separate occasions on the lead in to consultation.
In developing the SoCC, WPD considered holding

Consultee

Summary of response

After writing to WPD we were assured that
you were not entering land without
permission. Unfortunately we have been
informed that this has not been the case. We
have also been advised that contracts are
being signed without the residents receiving
the appropriate advice. This is why we have
consistently called for a Protocol to be
adopted.

As WPD will be aware, the wind farms have
been given permission to operate for 25
years. We and our constituents have not
been provided with any information as to
what would happen to the wooden poles
after this period. WPD has not outlined the
process that will be undertaken at the end of
the 25 year period.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
public meetings but felt that meaningful consultation
would be better delivered by holding a series of public
exhibitions which members of the public could attend
to raise any questions or concerns they would like to
discuss and to meet members of the project team.
N
Whenever surveys have been undertaken on land
affected by this project, WPD has endeavoured to
agree a suitable notice period with the owner or
occupier of the land prior to access being taken. In
the absence of voluntary agreement for surveys WPD
relied upon its statutory powers under the Electricity
Act 1989 to enable entry onto land. Although there
have been instances where issues have occurred,
where the project has been notified of these, the
project team has investigated the circumstances and
responded accordingly. If any owner or occupier
believes that their concerns have not been fully
addressed, then full details should be submitted to
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk and the project
team will investigate and respond further.
N
At the end of the 25-year operational life of the
proposed wind farm, if no further planning permission
is sought by the wind farm operator, WPD would
review its network requirements for the area to
determine whether there was a need to keep the
connection. A new connection such as this would
normally be permanent but if, in the future, it is
decided it should be decommissioned then details of
this process can be found in the ES which was
submitted with the DCO application.

Consultee

Summary of response
We wish to make it clear that the only
acceptable option for our constituents is to
place the whole line underground.

Group of local
landowners

I have enclosed a petition which expresses
the strong preference for an underground
route.

The effect will be dramatic on landscape /
economy.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N
WPD is aware of the view expressed by elected
representatives that the entire connection be
underground. WPD is also aware of its statutory
obligation and advice contained within the National
Policy Statements, the latter which indicate that an
overhead line is not generally incompatible with a
developer’s statutory duty to have regard to amenity
and mitigate impacts. WPD considered locations
along the route of the proposed connection where an
overhead line may give rise to ‘serious concerns’
(reference NPS EN-5 paragraph 2.8.8). Having
considered the entire connection alignment WPD
concluded that only the crossing of the Towy Valley
should be underground.
N
WPD is aware of the view expressed by local
landowners that the entire connection be
underground. WPD is also aware of its statutory
obligation and advice contained within the National
Policy Statements, the latter which indicate that an
overhead line is not generally incompatible with a
developer’s statutory duty to have regard to amenity
and mitigate impacts. WPD considered locations
along the route of the proposed connection where an
overhead line may give rise to ‘serious concerns’
(reference NPS EN-5 paragraph 2.8.8). Having
considered the entire connection alignment WPD
concluded that only the crossing of the Towy Valley
should be underground.
N
The landscape effects of the Proposed Development
(including cumulative) have generally been identified

Consultee

Summary of response

We disagree with the approach made by
Western Power and their representatives,
which has often involved unannounced visits,
provision of inaccurate information, and
pressure applied to individuals to agree
overhead lines by saying "it is compulsory".
In our opinion these actions could be
construed as serious bullying. Residents in
England are not subjected to this, as the
connection is part of the planning process
unlike in Wales, where individuals are
targeted by 'big business' and are powerless

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
as minor or negligible and not significant with one
localised exception at pLCA10. This reflects the
relatively small scale and wooden pole appearance of
the proposed overhead infrastructure, the careful
route alignment process undertaken and the decision
to underground the section of the route across most
of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in the
careful design of the route has been implemented to
reduce any impact as far as practicable. Careful
design of the route has reduced impacts as far as
practicable.

N

The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users.
The process for consenting 132kV overhead lines is
the same in England as in Wales, namely that subject
to the same thresholds, projects require a
Development Consent Order. Whether in England or
Wales, the pre-application stage is the same. The
receiving authority (The Planning Inspectorate) and
the decision-maker (the Secretary of State) are also
the same.
With reference to being ‘part of the planning process’,
WPD understands that reference is being made to the
difference between England and Wales, on the issue
of consenting associated development. Associated

Consultee

Summary of response
to act.

Overhead lines which may be carried on
either twin wooden or metal pylons (in the
event of voltage capacity for wood being
exceeded) are unacceptable to all of us.

RWE profit margins are not our concern,
however, the impact on the value of our
homes and land, potential impact to health,
and the impact on this beautiful location are
unacceptable.
We would be prepared to enter discussions
when an agreement is proposed for the
connection cables to be underground, and
not until then.

A copy of this petition, which expresses our
serious concerns and a refusal to accept
overhead cables for any part of the

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
development cannot form part of a DCO in Wales.
WPD is seeking to gain agreement by voluntary
negotiation and landowners have been contacted in
this regard. WPD’s proposed schedule of payments
also supports voluntary agreements. It is essential
that there are no gaps in a 29km connection. As such
WPD is seeking compulsory purchase powers to
ensure that it is able to construct and operate the
whole of the connection, should it not be possible to
reach voluntary agreements with landowners.
N
The proposed connection includes both overhead and
underground sections. The overhead sections will be
predominantly single pole although twin poles will be
used to achieve greater spans or in areas subject to
more extreme weather. The application does not
include for metal pylons.
N
WPD has considered the potential for significant
effects upon the environment and these are set out
within the ES.

N

N

WPD has considered all of the representations
received during both statutory and non-statutory
consultation. It has reviewed national policy and
relevant statutory obligations. WPD has produced a
design which it believes best responds to these
considerations.
WPD notes that the petition will be forwarded to the
representatives quoted.

Consultee

Brechfa
Bunkhouse

Summary of response
connection, will be forwarded to the First
Minister for Wales, BBC Wales, The
Carmarthen Journal and The Western Mail.
The business not only provides employment
for a number of local residents, it also has a
policy of working to integrate the business
with the wider local economy, actively
promoting local pubs, shops, activity
providers and craft studios to the tourists
staying at the property, any plans which
effect occupation levels and the willingness
of guests to spend time and money in the
local area will effect multiple businesses.
Brechfa Bunkhouse was established, with
the aid of grants linked to employment
generated, to accommodate groups of up to
32 people who came to the area to walk,
cycle or ride in the forest. The garden of the
accommodation overlooks the proposed
route of the power line. Research published
by the Scottish Government identifies that
the addition of a power line to the views of
holiday accommodation reduces by 15% the
amount that people are willing to pay for that
accommodation.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

N

The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users. The enjoyment of use at
further distances is also expected to undergo no
change.

N

The visual effects of the Proposed Development
(including cumulative) have generally been identified
as minor or negligible and not significant. Significant
(moderate) effects have been identified at 42
properties and to some public footpaths. The socioeconomic assessment concludes that even with these
effects in mind, no significant impact to the local
tourism economy would occur. This reflects the
relatively small scale and wooden pole appearance of
the proposed overhead infrastructure, the careful
route alignment process undertaken and the decision
to underground the section of the route across most
of the Towy Valley SLA. Embedded mitigation in the
careful design of the route has been implemented to
reduce any impact as far as practicable. Careful
design of the route has reduced impacts as far as
practicable.

Consultee

Summary of response
The decision by the English minister to grant
planning permission for a wind farm in
Brechfa Forest West was shocking and
distressing to all those employed and the
regular guests who stay at Brechfa
Bunkhouse. The planning department of
Carmarthenshire County Council had
recommended that local businesses survey
the views of their guests on the impact the
wind farm and power lines would have on
their stay. The majority of guests many of
whom return each year recorded that they
would not return to the area if they could not
enjoy walks enjoying peace, quiet and
unspoilt landscape.
In an attempt to ensure the survival of the
business a considerable amount of voluntary
effort has gone into developing walks and
cycle rides in the area we expected to be
unsullied by this development. Western
Power had submitted evidence at the
planning application for Brechfa Forest West
that the power lines would run towards
Swansea, so the effort has gone into
developing routes between Brechfa Forest,
Carmarthen and the coast. It is distressing to
all that Western Power have now chosen to
reverse their plans without incorporating
appropriate levels of mitigation and have not

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
N

Careful design of the route has reduced landscape
and visual impacts as far as practicable.
The predicted residual effect of noise from
construction of the Proposed Development, following
adoption of any recommended mitigation measures,
is not significant. The effect of noise from the
operation of the overhead lines and associated
maintenance would be negligible.

N

The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users.
Detailed routeing design has taken place, including
two rounds of previous consultation, and this route
has been chosen as the optimal route with the least
environmental impacts, least socio-economic impacts
on the surrounding area and the most economic for
WPD.

Consultee

Mountain
Tourism Cluster
Group (BALM)

Summary of response
researched the impact of this planning
application on the local economy.
The proposed overhead power lines would
be very intrusive, far more invasive than the
existing power lines in the area, even the
main power line to the villages is carried by
single poles. Western Power acknowledge in
their documentation that if the power lines
were put underground only a very narrow
trench would be needed and the land would
quickly recover. Therefore putting the power
lines underground would provide a
reasonable level of mitigation which cannot
be provided by taking them over ground.
Representatives of BALM have attended
previous consultation events and provided
Western Power with information on Welsh
Government supported projects which will be
impacted by this development but this
information is missing from the documents
supplied by Western Power via their website
as the basis of this stage of the consultation.
The documents posted on the Western
Power website for consultation do not
contain an accurate description of the area
and do not provide information on the
assessments of the impact of the power
lines. The extent of the errors and omissions
in the draft documents supplied for
consultation, means we have decided we

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

N

The poles will be predominantly single wooden poles
and twin wooden poles will only be used at angle
positions where the line direction changes markedly
or in areas of severe environment.
Where the impacts of overhead lines on sensitive
landscape, ecological and heritage areas are
considered unacceptable, such as the Towy Valley,
the route will be undergrounded.

N

All information provided during previous rounds of
non-statutory consultation is recorded in the
consultation reports issued following each previous
round of consultation. These reports were issued in
January 2014 and August 2014 and can both be
found on the project website. The consultation report
submitted with the application (Volume 5.1) provides
a summary of each consultation stage.
WPD believes that it has accurately described the
area within which the proposed development would
be located. Each ES chapter provides a baseline
description relevant to the chapter topic.

N

Consultee

Summary of response
cannot provide a detailed list of objections at
this stage, rather we will simply highlight the
areas of concern.
Description of the local area
Brechfa Forest is the site of the ancient
forest known as Glyn Cothi Forest. The local
community is described by the experts on
ancient forest at Oxford University as a forest
based community. The development of
villages and other settlements surrounding it
evolving from the heritage of the forest. Glyn
Cothi Forest played a central role in Welsh
history during the Norman conquest and
while the forest was a Royal Hunting Forest.
It has been birthplace of key figures in
opposition to English rule of Wales ever
since the Norman conquest.
Brechfa Forest is currently a popular tourist
attraction worth over £18 million per year to
the local economy, in addition to supporting
640 bed spaces in mainly small family owned
businesses, the forests role as a tourist
attraction ensures the viability of essential
businesses such as pubs, and village stores
which benefit the whole community. The
community have been supported in drawing
up a business plan and a tourism plan for the

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

Consultee

Summary of response

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

area by the Welsh Government backed
Cambrian Mountain Initiative. Community led
development is the backbone of many Welsh
Government policies and the Cambrian
Mountain Initiative has been held up by the
Welsh Government as an example of best
practice of Welsh Government policy.
The local tourism industry has been
established on the reputation of the area for
peace, quiet and the attractiveness of the
landscape. Cultural Heritage and Sense of
Place.
Sense of place including cultural heritage is
a key aspect of Welsh Tourism Policy.
Volunteers within Brechfa Forest and
Llanllwni Mountain Tourism Cluster Group
have worked on a grant funded project to
raise appreciation of the local heritage to the
community and tourists backed by
Carmarthenshire County Council, Welsh
Government, Natural Resources Wales,
National Trust, and the EU. As Western
Power had provided evidence to the public
inquiry into Brechfa Forest West Wind farm
that the planned route for power lines was
directly to Swansea, the volunteers have
focused their efforts on the area linking
Brechfa Forest to Carmarthen and down to
the coast, an area which it was expected

N

The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users.
Detailed routing design has taken place, including two
rounds of previous consultation, and this route has
been chosen as the optimal route with the least
environmental impacts, least socio-economic impacts
on the surrounding area and the most economic for
WPD.

Consultee

Summary of response
would be relatively undamaged by the
construction of this wind farm and was linked
closely with the heritage of the forest.
The grant funded project funded the
production of posters, leaflets on the local
history, and a new website to help residents
and visitors explore the local history when
walking, cycling or riding. The backbone of
the project is the Historical Environment
Records, managed by Dyfed Archeology
which are the same records which must be
consulted as part of the process of any
planning application. The project encourages
and supports people in visiting all sites with
an entry in the HER and understanding how
it interacts with the landscape and
surrounding heritage sites. This project will
be damaged by the change in route for the
power lines, yet Western Power have chosen
to ignore the impact this change will have on
the area.
A High Court ruling and policy updates by
the Department for Communities and Local
Government has clarified the relative
importance of cultural heritage Vs renewable
energy related planning applications since
planning permission was granted for a wind
farm in Brechfa Forest West. This
consultation report for the power lines does
not even correctly identify the cultural

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

N

The Dyfed Archaeological Trust has been consulted
on the Proposed Development at this statutory
consultation stage and previous consultation stages.
The heritage assessment found that after mitigation
there are no significant effects expected for any
historical features, their setting or the historic
landscape character.

N

Cadw, CCC and Dyfed Archaeology Trust have all
been consulted throughout the process and are
satisfied with the approach to the assessment.

Consultee

Summary of response
heritage of the effected area, and therefore
fails to consider the impact on cultural
heritage. The recommended method of
assessing the impact of a planning
application on all sites in the HER has not
been followed.
The reports published by Western Power on
their website neglect to incorporate
published research into the economic impact
on tourism businesses of power lines or the
impact on specific businesses along the
route and any analysis of the proposed
mitigation.

The consultation documents are inaccurate
in their descriptions of the legal requirements
for undertaking work near the public right of
way network as well as neglecting to refer to
the importance of the open access status of
the forest. They do not provide the
information needed to assess the impact on
road users of the construction work.
The documents do not incorporate the
wealth of evidence available as public
records generated by the wind farm planning
applications. It does not even correctly

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N

N

N

N

The scope of assessment in relation to economic
impact has been agreed with CCC and with the
Planning Inspectorate through the scoping phase
consultation, including the economic impact on
tourism. This approach is justified through a detailed
review of similar project types involving overhead
electrical distribution systems. The assessment of
the impact on tourism and recreation has been
included in the socio-economic impact assessment
which considers impact on visitor attractions,
accommodation locations and recreational features of
interest.
All the detail that was included in the socio-economics
chapter of the draft ES was considered accurate at
the time of issuing. They were reviewed prior to the
submission of the DCO application so WPD is
satisfied that all assessments are based on the most
up-to-date legal requirements.

An update to the cumulative impact section of the ES
was carried out prior to the submission of the DCO
application. As such WPD is satisfied that the most
up-to-date status of other planning applications in the

Consultee

Summary of response
record the current status of those planning
applications. A number of the grounds for
refusal of the Llanllwni Mountain wind farm
also apply to this planning application.
The grant funding was used to provide the
structure on which volunteers can promote
the area using social media and events. This
community led project for sustainable
development will be continuing throughout
the planning application process.
Western Power have failed to research the
impact of this power line or incorporate
appropriate levels of mitigation in the design.
All of our members support the communities
and county councils view that the only
acceptable level of mitigation would be for
the power lines to be underground from the
wind farm to the point at which they connect
into the existing national grid network.

We continue to object to the over-grounding
off this connection project on landscape
impact grounds, together with the cumulative
impact on existing lines and with the existing
and prospective wind turbines. There will
also be adverse impacts on the tourism

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
area has been included.

N

Comment noted.

N

The visual effects of the Proposed Development have
generally been identified as minor or negligible and
not significant with the exception of 42 properties
along the route, and certain identified public rights of
way. This reflects the relatively small scale and
wooden pole appearance of the proposed overhead
infrastructure, the careful route alignment process
undertaken and the decision to only underground the
section of the route across most of the Towy Valley
SLA. Embedded mitigation in the careful design of
the route has been implemented to reduce any impact
as far as practicable. Careful design of the route has
reduced impacts as far as practicable.

N

The visual effects of the Proposed Development
(including cumulative) have generally been identified
as minor or negligible and not significant with the
exception of 42 residential properties and certain
public rights of way. The socio-economic assessment
concludes that effects upon tourism will not be

Consultee

Summary of response
business and the ecology of the area.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
significant. This reflects the relatively small scale and
wooden pole appearance of the proposed overhead
infrastructure, the careful route alignment process
undertaken and the decision to underground the
section of the route across most of the Towy Valley
SLA. Embedded mitigation in the careful design of
the route has been implemented to reduce any impact
as far as practicable. Careful design of the route has
reduced impacts as far as practicable.
The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users.
The only significant impacts of operation on plants
and animals include a small scale site based
temporary effect on woodland, hedgerows and
mature trees during construction and maintenance
every five years, an unlikely but site level effect to
dormice during the same period and no significant
effect on birds.

Brechfa Forest
Energy

We are disappointed and surprised at the
very minimal amount of planned
undergrounding of the connection - the poles
will negatively impact on the landscape.
Undergrounding would help to mitigate this

N

The visual effects of the Proposed Development
(including cumulative) have generally been identified
as minor or negligible and not significant with
significant moderate effects identified at 42 residential
properties and to a small number of public rights of

Consultee

Summary of response
impact given that they would be adding to
the visual impact and clutter of the twentyeight wind turbines. Undergrounding would
also minimise the maintenance costs of the
connection. The County Council voted to
push for the 100% undergrounding of the
connection cabling and WPD appear to have
ignored this.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
way. This reflects the relatively small scale and
wooden pole appearance of the proposed overhead
infrastructure, the careful route alignment process
undertaken and the decision to underground the
section of the route across most of the Towy Valley
SLA. Embedded mitigation in the careful design of
the route has been implemented to reduce any impact
as far as practicable. Careful design of the route has
reduced impacts as far as practicable.
The average cost for operating and maintaining an
overhead line is less than the cost of operating and
maintaining an underground cable. This is due
mainly to the cost of inspection and maintenance.
The differential in cost however is not sufficient to
outweigh the substantial costs associated with
construction. The Lifetime Costs Report, (Volume 8.4
of the DCO application), confirms that the cost
differential would not make it more economical to
construct a route entirely underground concluding that
a totally overhead line would cost £5.11 million to
construct, use and maintain and an all underground
route £28.14 million.
WPD is aware of the council motion requesting that
the entire connection be underground. WPD is also
aware of its statutory obligation and advice contained
within the National Policy Statements, the latter which
indicate that an overhead line is not generally
incompatible with a developer’s statutory duty to have
regard to amenity and mitigate impacts. WPD

Consultee

Summary of response

By refusing to underground on the mountain,
WPD have also ignored the hard work and
public funding that the tourism organisations
locally have invested in activities to promote
the Brechfa forest Area, its heritage and
culture, which the forest clearance and poles
would have a negative impact.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
considered locations along the route of the proposed
connection where an overhead line may give rise to
‘serious concerns’ (reference NPS EN-5 paragraph
2.8.8). Having considered the entire connection
alignment WPD concluded that the crossing of the
Towy Valley should be underground.
N
The heritage assessment found that after mitigation
there are no significant effects expected for any
historical features, their setting or the historic
landscape character.

The application documents also make light of
and underestimate the significant visual
impacts on the residences and communities
both close to the poles and further away, as
well as on the footpaths, cycle routes and the
campsite. There will also be a visual impact
on the Historic Landscape with significant
adverse effects on several listed buildings,
including St Maelog's Church at
Llandyfaelog.

N

The siting of the substation by Brechfa

N

The socio-economic assessment found that there
would be no change to the enjoyment of use of the
tourism attractions, resources and accommodation
services identified within 1km of the Proposed
Development, by day and overnight visitors, and
general recreational users.
The visual impact on residential receptors, people
using the area for recreation and tourists was
presented in the PEI documentation for statutory
consultation. The assessment conclusions were
clearly justified and further consideration of this issue
was undertaken prior to the final submission of the ES
as part of the DCO application.
The ES concludes that there will be no significant
effects to any designated heritage asset. This has
been agreed in consultation with CCC and other
heritage consultees.
The proposed site of the Brechfa Forest West Wind

Consultee

Summary of response
Forest West wind turbines being at the south
east does seem a strange location. Surely it
would be more practical to have the
substation on the south-west side of the
forest that leads the cabling away from the
wind "farm"? This would surely save the cost
of poles, but also the cutting of a corridor
through the forest for the overhead line?

There are some areas in this application that
lack information regarding the Ecology, such
as biodiversity mitigation, Habitat
Management Plan and the Construction
Environmental Management Plan. The
evidence on protected species is sketchy
and it is hard to see how the construction
impacts with loss of woodland, hedgerows
and mature trees could be mitigated. The
application does not cover the "Ecological
Gain and Enhancement" that the scoping
opinion required. This is a requirement of
EN-, tan5, the NERC Act 2006 and the Local
Authorities own LDP policies.

Change?
Regard had to response (Section 49)
Y/N
Farm and its substation was consented as part of the
DCO application for that development. WPD is not
the wind farm developer and therefore has no direct
control over where the substation is sited. The wind
farm developer has requested a connection to the
substation in the consented location and WPD has a
statutory obligation to provide this connection. Whilst
WPD could submit a planning application to provide a
substation in a different location it would have no
powers to require the wind farm developer to
implement the consent.
Y
A Habitat Management Plan and a Construction
Environmental Management Plan have been included
in the DCO submission and contain methods for
implementing ecological mitigation measures
identified, including translocation of hedgerows.
In addition, it has been agreed that a monetary
contribution will be provided by WPD and made
available to landowners via grants to fund tree
planting and other landscape and ecological
enhancements within 3km either side of the Proposed
Development.
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Appendix 14.1
List of newly identified PILs identified
after start of statutory consultation with
deadline date of 16 January 2015

Name

Address

J R & N S Thomas
Abergwili Angling Club
Alan & Susanna Rentmore

Cwm Hawddgar, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HT
College Barn, Llangynog, Carmarthenshire, SA33 5BU
Llwynteg, Alltwalis, Carmarthen, SA32 7EA
Llwyn Y Gwcw Farm, Uplands Arms, Carmarthen, SA32
8DX
Tiffany Lodge, Llwyn Yr Eos, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen,
SA33 6BL
Pentremawr, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen, SA33 6BH
Tiffany Lodge, Llwyn yr Eos, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen,
SA33 6BL
Gelliddu, Cwmffrwd, Carmarthen, SA32 8EB
Lan Clyn Adda, Alltwalis, Carmarthen, SA32 7DY
Blaengors, Bronwydd Arms, Carmarthen, SA33 6BJ
Penyback, Llandyfaelog, Kidwelly, Carmarthenshire, SA17
5PU

Aled Griffiths
Ann Patten
Bethan Louise Howells
Brian & Ann Patten
Brian Thomas
Bryan & Yoka Kilkelly
Brynley Vaughan Thomas
C Richards
Carmarthenshire County
Council
Christopher John Evans
Christopher Ogwin Evans
David Ashley & William
Gary Jones
David Hedydd, Margaret
Eiddwen, Stephen Glyn &
Betty Evelyn Davies
David John Alun Phillips
David Ryan James
Dawn Suzanne, Audrey
Joyce & Maurice Patrick
Reed
Dennis Alfred Jones
Dennis and Nan Boucher
Dilys Margaret & Margaret
Julie Thomas
DJP Davies & Sons
Dorian Hughes
Dorothy Avril Davies
Emyr Hywel Davies &
Frances Morris
Evan John Davies & Ruthie
Ann Jones
Florance Elizabeth Evans
Frances Jane Dixon
G James & Son
Gareth Wyn Howells
Geoffrey & Mari Yvonne
Richards

County Hall, Carmarthen, Carmarthen, SA31 1JP
Waun Bwthyn, Bronwydd Arms, Carmarthen, SA33 6BL
Capel Farm, Bancycapel, Carmarthen, SA32 8EB
Tyllwyd Mawr Farm, Llangunnor, Dyfed, SA32 8EL
Fryn Hir, Capel Dewi Road, Carmarthen, SA32 8AY
Rhydfwyalchen, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HS
Cilwg, Llandyfaelog, Kidwelly, SA17 5PY
Glyncaredig, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen, SA32 7DR
Pentrefynys Farm, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HU
Glyn Adda , Alltwalis Road, Alltwalis, Carmarthen, SA32
7DZ
Glas Y Dorlan, High Street, Bancyfelin, Carmarthen, SA33
5ND
Crugan Fawr, Llandyfaelog, Kidwelly, SA17 5RE
Maesawelon, Cwmffrwd, Carmarthen, SA32 8ED
Llwyn-Newydd, Alltwalis Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7DZ
Pant-y-Gof Farm, Alltwalis Road, Alltwalis, Carmarthen,
SA32 7DY
34 Knoll Gardens, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
3EJ
Bwlch Farm, Abergwili, Carmarthen, SA31 2JA
Maesglyn, Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, SA33 6DD
Awelfryn, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HR
Ffynon Llawddog, Blaenffos, Boncath, SA37 0JF
Frondeg, Peniel Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7DH

Name

Address

Geraint Thomas
Gillian Yvonne James,
Lynwen Williams & Brigid
Richards
Graham Crumpler
Graham Emlyn Martin
Bussell
Griffith William Grismond
Philipps

c/o Cilmachau, Cynwyl Elfed, Carmarthen, SA33 6UL

Head of Administration and
Law, Carmarthenshire
County Council
Heather Elaine Collins
Heledd Meleri & David
John Ebsworth
Helen Louise Dufty
Howard Jeremy Williams &
David Glynmor James
(Trant & Richards
solicitors)
Howard Miles
Howard Wyn Davies
Howell Griffiths
Howell Ivor & Sian Eleri
Evans
Howell Vernon Jones and
Elfira Jones
Hugh & Margaret Joy
Davies
Hywel Rees Jenkins
James Bros
John Aled Lloyd Thomas
John David Pugh Howells
John Eifion Evans
John Eirian & Valerie
Olwen Davies
John Geraint & Amanda
Jane Evans

21 High Street, Abergwili, Carmarthen, SA31 2JA
Waun Uchaf, Alltwalis Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7DZ
St Kennox, Llawhaden, Narberth, SA67 8DG
Cwmgwili, Bronwydd Arms, Carmarthen, SA33 6HY
County Hall, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31 1JP
Maesllan, Velindre, Llandysul, SA44 5JE
Tynewydd, Nantycaws, Carmarthen, SA32 8EX
Bryn Farm, Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, SA33 6DB
4 St Marys Street, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
1TN
Gwili Vale, Alltwalis Road, Pontarais, Carmarthen, SA32
7DU
Pant-Y-Gof, Alltwalis Road, Alltwalis, Carmarthen, SA32
7DY
Parry’s Castle, Carmarthen, , SA32 8DX
Bwlch y Gwynt, Pontantwn, Carmarthen, SA17 5NL
Pant Farm, Llangunnor, Carmarthen, SA31 2HY
Nant Farm, Llangunnor, Carmarthen, SA32 8AA
Penlan Fach Farm, Peniel, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7DP
AwelFryn, Peniel Rd, Carmarthen, SA32 7HR
Brynhyfryd, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7DJ
Llyswen, 10 Dolgwili Road, Carmarthen, SA31 2AE
Iscwm Farm, Pontantwn, Kidwelly, SA17 5NF
1 Ysgubor Sarnau, Rhydargaen Rd, Carmarthen, SA32
7AH
Pentre Bach, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HX

Jonathan Wyn, David
Richard Kilvert & Gillian
Margaret George

Cwmafael, Llandyfaelog, Kidwelly, SA17 5RF

Judy Bromley-Davenport

c/o Mr Jonathan Andrews, Llewellyn Humphreys, Napier
House,Carmarthen , SA31 1JY

Julia Sally Louise
Hewerdine
Katrina Cooper

Tycanol, Bancycapel, Carmarthen, SA32 8EE
Tynewydd, Abergwili, Carmarthen, SA31 2JW

Name
Kevin Michael & Diana
Janice Reader
Len Hewid Davies &
Charlotte Watt
Linda Mary & Dennis Alfred
Jones
Llanegwad Charity Trust
c/o Mr J Mansel Charles
Magdalen Beryl Gibbon
Mainline Pipelines Limited
Mainline Pipelines Limited
Margaret & Aled Griffiths
Margaret Jones
Margret Hefina Lloyd
Megan Marlene Evans
Mercia Thomas
Messrs Evans
Michael Anthony & Rose
Doyle
Michael Ian & Nicola Jayne
Woods
Mr Davies
Mr P Morris
National Assembly for
Wales
National Grid Gas Plc
Nicholas Richard William
Russell, Robert John
McDonald, Mark & Paul
Harwood
Nigel Antony & Caroline
Elizabeth Sian Davies
P Morris
Pearl & Leslie Edmund
Thomas Birch

Address
Penwaun, Alltwalis Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7DZ
Ger-Y-Nant, Abergwili, Carmarthen, SA31 2JL
Pentrefynys, Peniel, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7HU
Sarn Gelli, Nantgaredig, Carmarthen, SA32 7LN
Rhydyrhaw, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7DJ
Valero Energy, Pembroke Refinery, Pembroke, SA71 5SJ
7th Floor, 11 Old Jewry, London, EC2R 8DU
Llwyn Y Gwcw Farm, Upland Arms, Carmarthenshire, SA32
8DX
Golwg Y Bryn, Llangyndeyrn, Kidwelly, SA17 5HH
Dolgwili Farm, Dolgwili, Carmarthen, SA32 7HR
Bryngors Isaf, Cwmffrwd, Carmarthenshire, SA32 8EE
2 Cwrt-Y-Gloch, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HW
Nant y Boncath,Alltwalis Road, Alltwalis, Carmarthen, SA32
7DX
c/o Rose Cottage, Russellstown, Kilmeague, Naas, County
Kildare, Eire
Bryn Meusydd, Llangunnor, Carmarthen, SA31 2PH
Tynewydd, Llandyfaelog, Kidwelly, SA17 5PS
Beaulah Fawr, Llangunnor, Carmarthen, SA31 2LS
c/o Kay Williams, Llanfair Road,Llandovery,
Carmarthenshire, SA20 0AL
1-3 Strand, , London, WC2N 5EH
2 Woodlands, Ferryside, Carmarthenshire, SA17 5UU

Parc Ciliau Areon, Lampeter, Carmarthen, SA48 7SG
Beaulah Fawr, Llangunnor, Carmarthen, SA31 2LS,
Derlwyn Cottage, Alltwalis Road, Alltwalis, SA32 7DZ

Peter Hayes Sharp

Danfforddgar Farm, Alltwalis Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7DU

Peter Neil Owens
Philip Davies
Phillip Adrian & Perrie Sue
Evans
Ralph & Pamela Eagle
Raymond Colin & Pamela
Doreen Jones

Glancorrwg, Llanpumpsaint, Carmarthen, SA33 6LX
Plas Gwyn, Croesyceiliog, Carmarthen, SA32 8DU
Bryntowy Mansion, Llangunnor, Carmarthen, SA31 2HY
33 Parc Starling, Johnston, Carmarthen, SA31 3HX
Penyfedw Farm, Llandyfaelog, Kidwelly, Dyfed, SA17 5RD

Name
Rhodri Henry William &
Bethan Louise Howells
Rhodri Howells
Richard Wyn & Enid Evans
Robert David Huw &
Miranda Bowen
Royston Bussell
S & HM Bagshaw
Sarah Margaret & Huw
David Walters
Stephen James & Lewenna
Jennifer Edwards
Teresa Taylor & Andre
Pafinger

Address
Pentremawr, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen, SA33 6BH
Pentremawr Farm, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen, SA33 6BH
Trefynys, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HU
Lan House Farm , Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA33
8DE
Fferm Parc yr Ystrad, Pontantwn, Nr Kidwelly, SA17 5NB
Troed yr Orfa, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen, SA32 7JA
Nantygoetre Uchaf, Ferryside, Carmarthenshire, SA17 5YA
Cross Inn Cottage, Upland Arms, Carmarthen, SA32 8EA
Maesgwili, Glangwili, Carmarthen, SA31 2PN

The Crown Estate

C/o The Crown Estate Commissioners, 16 New Burlington
Place, London, W1S 2HX

The Secretary Of State For
Wales

Gwydyr House, Whitehall, London, SW1A 2NP

The Welsh Ministers

The Director of Legal Services, Welsh Assembly
Government, Crown Building, Cathays Park, Cardiff, CF10
3NQ

Thomas Alan Jones, Brian
Jones, Hugh Thomas &
Hywel Griffiths
Thomas Gwilym Morgan
Thomas Philip & Helen
Wyn Davies
Trelleck Estate Limited
(Co.Regn.No.3477392)
c/o Mr M Roberts
WEG Jones
William Bowen
William David Islwyn &
Gweneira Gibbon
William David Phillips

Carmarthen Rugby Football Club, Lammas Street,
Carmarthen, SA31 3AY
Gelliaur, Bronwydd, Carmathen, SA33 6BE
Plasgwyn, Croesyceiliog, Carmarthenshire, SA32 8DU
Friars Point House
Friars Point, Barry, South Glamorgan, CF62 5TP
Penybont Farm, Abergwili Road, Carmarthen, SA31 2HJ
Lan Cottage, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 8DE
Garreg Farm, Meinicau Road, Mynyddygarreg, Kidwelly,
SA17 4RA
Glanboncath, Llanpumsaint, Carmarthen, SA33 6DD
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Appendix 14.2
List of nine newly identified PILs
consulted up to 31 March 2015

Name
Mr Gwilym
Francis

Mr J Andrews

Address
Lloyds TSB, 43 King St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
1BW
HSBC, 15-16 Lammas St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
3AQ
HSBC, 15-16 Lammas St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
3AQ
Lloyds TSB, 43 King St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
1BW
AMC, Napier House, Spillman St , Carmarthen, SA31 1JY

Mr Henry Evans

Nat West, 59 King St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31 1AN

Sarah Williams

HSBC, 55 Cardiff St, Aberdare, , CF44 7DL
Maria Williams

Nat West, 59 King St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31 1BB
Lloyds TSB, 43 King St, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA31
1BW
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Appendix 14.3
Copies of the letter templates sent to
nine newly identified PILs

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
NAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

09 February 2015
Ref: BFC/AH/086

Dear NAME
Brechfa Forest Connection Project – Stage 3 Consultation
I am writing to let you know about ur Stage 3 Consultation because we have recently been
informed that your land, or land that you have rights over, is affected by our proposal to build
a 132,000 volt connection between Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm and Llandyfaelog.
Since we identified our preferred corridors in August 2014, we have been working to finalise
the detailed route the connection will take, including where it will go overhead and where it
will go underground. The route, which we also refer to as the proposed development, is
shown on the enclosed leaflet.
Our consultation on the proposed development started on Friday, 28 November 2014 and
will run for seven weeks, closing on Friday, 16 January 2015.
During the seven-week consultation period we are holding a series of public events and we
are asking landowners and people with an interest in the land, the public, community
councils, statutory consultees and local amenity user groups to come and talk to us and tell
us what they think about our proposed development. We are encouraging people to attend
one of the local events and fill in and return a feedback form by the close of consultation on
Friday, 16 January 2015. This is likely to be the final opportunity to comment on our
proposed development before we submit our application. I appreciate that our programme
of events has already started but I hope that you will be able to attend on one of the
forthcoming dates.
The consultation has been widely advertised through local newspapers and we have placed
posters on community noticeboards and deposited copies of the relevant project documents,
including feedback forms, at various public venues along the route. People can also visit the
project website www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest to view and download the
consultation information.
As a statutory consultee in this process, your comments on our proposed development and
our draft Environmental Statement (ES) are important to us, and for this reason I have
enclosed two disks which contain both the full draft ES and a non-technical summary version
and also the detailed plans which show exactly where the overhead line and underground
cable will go. The plans are scaled to A1 so if you print them at any other size, please be
aware that they will not be to scale.

If you have any questions on the proposed development or our Stage 3 Consultation, please
let us know by either phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or emailing
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
NAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

09 Chwefror 2015
Cyf: BFC/AH/086
Annwyl NAME
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – Cam 3 yr Ymgynghoriad
Rwy’n ysgrifennu atoch i roi gwybod i chi am Gam 3 ein Hymgynghoriad oherwydd ein bod
wedi cael gwybod yn ddiweddar fod eich tir, neu dir y mae gennych hawliau cyfreithiol arno,
yn cael ei effeithio gan ein cynnig i adeiladu cyswllt 132,000 folt rhwng Fferm Wynt Gorllewin
Coedwig Brechfa a Llandyfaelog.
Ers i ni ddatgan y coridorau rydym yn eu ffafrio ym mis Awst 2014, rydym wedi bod yn
gweithio ar bennu’r llwybr manwl fydd y cyswllt yn ei gymryd yn derfynol, gan gynnwys lle
bydd yn mynd uwchben a lle bydd yn mynd o dan y ddaear. Mae’r llwybr, yr ydym hefyd yn
cyfeirio ato fel y datblygiad arfaethedig, i’w weld yn y daflen amgaeedig.
Dechreuodd ein hymgynghoriad ar y datblygiad arfaethedig ddydd Gwener, 28 Tachwedd
2014, a bydd yn para am saith wythnos. Bydd yn cau ddydd Gwener 16 Ionawr 2015.
Yn ystod y cyfnod ymgynghori o saith wythnos, rydym yn cynnal cyfres o ddigwyddiadau
cyhoeddus, ac rydym yn gofyn i berchnogion tir a phobl sydd â diddordeb yn y tir, y cyhoedd,
cynghorau cymuned, yr unigolion statudol yr ymgynghorir â hwy a grwpiau defnyddwyr
amwynderau lleol, ddod i siarad â ni a rhoi eu barn am ein datblygiad arfaethedig. Rydym
yn annog pobl i ddod i un o’n digwyddiadau lleol a llenwi a dychwelyd ffurflen adborth erbyn
diwedd yr ymgynghoriad, ddydd Gwener, 16 Ionawr 2015. Hwn fydd y cyfle olaf mae’n bur
debyg, i gyflwyno sylwadau ar ein datblygiad arfaethedig, cyn i ni gyflwyno ein cais. Rwy’n
gwerthfawrogi bod ein rhaglen o ddigwyddiadau eisoes wedi dechrau, ond gobeithio y
byddwch yn gallu dod ar un o’r dyddiadau sydd ar ôl.
Mae’r ymgynghoriad wedi cael ei hysbysebu’n helaeth mewn papurau newydd lleol ac rydym
wedi rhoi posteri ar hysbysfyrddau cymunedol. Rydym hefyd wedi gadael copïau o
ddogfennau perthnasol y prosiect, gan gynnwys ffurflenni adborth, mewn nifer o leoliadau
cyhoeddus ar hyd y llwybr. Mae posib hefyd i bobl fynd i wefan y prosiect
www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest <http://www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest> i
weld a lawrlwytho gwybodaeth yr ymgynghoriad.
Fel ymgynghorai statudol yn y broses hon, mae eich sylwadau ar ein datblygiad arfaethedig
a’n Datganiad Amgylcheddol drafft yn bwysig i ni. Oherwydd hyn, rwyf wedi amgáu dau
ddisg sy’n cynnwys y Datganiad Amgylcheddol drafft llawn a fersiwn cryno annhechnegol, yn
ogystal â’r cynlluniau manwl sy’n dangos yn union lle bydd y llinell uwchben a’r cebl o dan y

ddaear yn mynd. Mae’r cynlluniau ar raddfa A1 felly os byddwch chi’n eu hargraffu ar unrhyw
faint arall, cofiwch na fyddant ar raddfa.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau am y datblygiad arfaethedig neu am Gam 3 ein
Hymgynghoriad, rhowch wybod i ni os gwelwch yn dda drwy un ai ffonio ein tîm cysylltiadau
cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu drwy e-bostio info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.
Yn gywir

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Consultation Report - Appendices

Appendix 14.4
Copy of the letter issued to statutory
consultees and local communities to
inform them of changes to the order limits

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
LETTER TO RICHARD JONES at CCC

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
NAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

Tel: 0800 019 3518

24 April 2015
Ref: BFC/AH/092
Dear Richard
Brechfa Forest Connection Project - proposed changes to the order limits
As you will be aware, statutory consultation on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project ended
on 16 January 2015 and since that time we have been reviewing all of the responses
received and using the information gathered to finalise our design.
As a result of feedback from consultees, including the detailed response from the council,
there have been a series of minor non-material amendments made to the boundary of the
development consent order (DCO) application (also referred to as the order limits). These
amendments are required to either modify existing Western Power Distribution overhead
lines along the route as stated in the draft Environmental Statement, accommodate visibility
splays or enable monitoring during or after the construction of the connection.
We have recently written to several landowners and occupiers who have an interest in land
affected by the project where a change to the order limit is proposed to let them know about
the amendment before we submit our DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate in late
spring 2015.
These changes are as a result of our response to consultation feedback or environmental
considerations, and are part of the ongoing engineering design of the proposed 132,000 volt
connection. The amendments to the order limits are only minor changes and, in line with
current guidance from the Department for Communities and Local Government, we will not
be carrying out any additional consultation on them.
As requested in the council’s consultation response, I have enclosed a disk containing
copies of the plans which show the minor amendments to the order limits. Copies of these
plans have also been sent to the affected landowners.
Please let me know if you have any questions about the changes or the enclosed plans.

Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

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

LETTER TO AFFECTED PILS

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
E-mail: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk

NAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

Phone: 0800 019 3518

23 April 2015
Ref: BFC/AH/091
Dear NAME
Brechfa Forest Connection Project - proposed changes to the order limits
Consultation on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project ended on 16 January 2015 and since
that time we have been reviewing all of the responses received and using the information
gathered to finalise our design. We expect to submit our application for a development
consent order (DCO) to the Planning Inspectorate in late spring 2015.
Following feedback from consultees, there have been a series of minor amendments made
to the boundary of the DCO application (also referred to as the proposed order limits).
These amendments are needed to either modify existing Western Power Distribution
overhead lines along the route as stated in the draft Environmental Statement,
accommodate visibility splays or enable monitoring during or after the construction of the
connection.
These changes are as a result of our response to consultation feedback or environmental
considerations, and are part of the ongoing engineering design of the proposed 132,000 volt
connection.
As a result of these post-consultation changes we need to ensure that we hold all details
related to the land to be potentially affected. Mr Sharp kindly confirmed your interests in a
part of the land potentially affected by virtue of the Data Information Form exercise initially
undertaken in late 2014. Nonetheless, as the order limits have been modified as mentioned
above, in some instances this has extended beyond the area we originally asked for
confirmation. We would therefore be grateful if you would complete the enclosed Data
Information Form on the basis of the extended area of land to be potentially affected and
return in the enclosed pre-stamped addressed envelope.
If this form is completed and returned to the address as stated on the enclosed envelope
within 21 days from the date of this letter then you will be eligible for one of the following
payments:
i) A payment of £50.00 to the landowner / occupier where a professional representative
completes and returns your form at your request;
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

ii) A payment of £100.00 where a landowner / occupier completes and return the form
without the use of a professional representative;
iii) A payment of £150.00 plus VAT to a professional representative, following receipt (by the
address on the enclosed envelope) of a completed form.
Where we have already been made aware that you are represented by a land agent or
solicitor, we have sent a copy to them.
For further information and updates on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project please visit
our project website at www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest. If you have difficulty
accessing the website or if you have any questions on the proposed development, please let
us know by either phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or emailing
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution

Encl.

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
POST CODE

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

23 Ebrill 2015
Cyf: BFC/AH/091
Annwyl NAME
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – newidiadau arfaethedig i derfynau’r gorchymyn
Daeth ymgynghoriad ar Brosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa i derfyn ar 16 Ionawr 2015 ac ers
hynny rydym wedi bod yn adolygu’r holl ymatebion a dderbyniwyd ac yn defnyddio’r
wybodaeth a gasglwyd i derfynu ein cynllun. Disgwyliwn gyflwyno ein cais am Orchymyn
Caniatad Datblygu (DCO) i’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio yng Ngwanwyn hwyr 2015.
Yn dilyn adborth gan ymgynghoreion, mae cyfres o fan ddiwygiadau wedi’u gwneud i
derfynau’r cais DCO (a elwir hefyd yn derfynau’r gorchymyn arfaethedig). Mae angen y
diwygiadau hyn i naillai addasu llinell uwchben presennol Western Power Distribution ar hyd
y llwybr, fel y nodir yn y Datganiad Amgylcheddol drafft, i sicrhau lleiniau gweledol neu i
alluogi monitro yn ystod neu yn dilyn adeiladwaith y cysylltiad.
Daeth y newidiadau hyn fel canlyniad i’n hymateb i adborth ymgynghorol neu ystyriaethau
amgylcheddol ac maent yn rhan o’r cynllun peirianyddol cyfredol i’r cysylltiad 132,000 folt
arfaethedig.
O ganlyniad i’r newidiadau ôl-ymgynghorol mae gofyn i ni sicrhau ein bod yn dal yr holl
fanylion sy’n perthyn i’r tir a fedrai gael ei effeithio. Mae Mr Sharp eisioes wedi cadarnhau
eich diddordeb mewn rhan o’r tir a fedrai gael ei effeithio drwy’r ymarfer taflen wybodaeth a
wnaethpwyd yn hwyr yn 2014. Serch hynny, gan bod terfynau’r gorchymyn wedi’u diwygio
fel y cyfeirir ato uchod, mewn rhai enghreifftiau mae hyn wedi ymestyn tu hwnt i‘r ardal y
gofynnwyd am gadarnhad yn wreiddiol. Byddwn felly yn ddiolchgar petaech yn cwblhau’r
daflen wybodaeth amgaeëdig ar sail yr ardal o dir ymestynnol a fedrai gael ei effeithio a’i
dychwelyd yn yr amlen rhag-ddaledig, amgaeëdig.
Os bydd y ffurflen cwblhedig yn cael ei dychwelyd at y cyfeiriad a roddir ar yr amlen
amgaeëdig o fewn 21 niwrnod yna byddwch yn gymwys am un o’r taliadau canlynol:
i.
Taliad o £50.00 i’r perchennog / meddianwr lle mae cynrychiolydd proffesiynol yn
cwblhau a dychwelyd y ffurflen ar eich cais;
ii.
Taliad o £100.00 lle mae perchennog / meddianwr yn cwblhau a dychwelyd y ffurflen
heb ddefnydd o gynrychiolydd proffesiynol;
Western Power Distribution (South Wales) plc.
Registered in England and Wales No. 2366985
Registered Office:
Avonbank, Feeder Road, Bristol, BS2 0TB

iii.
Taliad o £150.00 ynghyd â TAW i gynrychiolydd proffesiynol, yn dilyn derbyn (gan y
cyfeiriad ar yr amlen amgaeëdig) ffurflen cwblhedig.
Lle yr ydym eisioes yn ymwybodol eich bod yn cael eich cynrychioli gan asiant tir neu
gyfreithiwr, rydym wedi gyrru copi o’r gohebiaeth yma iddynt.
Am wybodaeth pellach a diweddariad ar Brosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa, ymwelwch â’n
gwefan www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest. Os cewch drafferth gael mynediad i’r wefan
neu os oes gennych unrhyw gwestiynau ar y datblygiad arfaethedig, gadewch i ni wybod
drwy naillai ffonio’r tîm cyswllt cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu e-bostio
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

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
LETTER TO AFFECTED COMMUNITY COUNCILS

Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Tel: 0800 019 3518

NAME
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE
24 April 2015
Ref: BFC/AH/093
Dear NAME
Brechfa Forest Connection Project - proposed changes to the order limits

I am writing to let you know that we have recently written to several landowners and occupiers in your
community who have an interest in land affected by the project where a minor change to the boundary
of the development consent order (DCO) application (also referred to as the order limits) is proposed.
We have written to the landowners to let them know about the amendments before we submit our
DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate in late spring 2015.
The minor changes to the proposed order limits, which we have made as a result of statutory
consultation feedback, are to either modify existing Western Power Distribution overhead lines along
the route as stated in the draft Environmental Statement, accommodate visibility splays or enable
monitoring during or after the construction of the connection.
These changes are as a result of our response to consultation feedback or environmental
considerations and are part of the ongoing engineering design of the proposed 132,000 volt
connection. The amendments to the order limits are only minor changes and, in line with current
guidance from the Department for Communities and Local Government, we will not be carrying out
any additional consultation on these minor amendments.
If you have any questions on the proposed development, please let us know by either phoning our
community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or 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
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

24 Ebrill 2015
Cyf: BFC/AH/093
Annwyl NAME
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – newidiadau arfaethedig i derfynau'r gorchymyn
Rwy’n ysgrifennu atoch i roi gwybod i chi ein bod wedi ysgrifennu at nifer o berchnogion a
meddianwyr tir yn eich cymuned sydd â buddiant mewn tir y mae’r prosiect yn effeithio arno, lle mae
newid bach i derfyn y cais Gorchymyn Caniatâd Datblygu (DCO) (a elwir hefyd yn derfynau’r
gorchymyn) yn cael ei gynnig. Rydym wedi ysgrifennu at y tirfeddiannwr i roi gwybod iddo am y
newidiadau cyn i ni gyflwyno ein cais DCO i’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio ddiwedd gwanwyn 2015.
Rydym wedi gwneud y mân newidiadau o ganlyniad i adborth yn dilyn yr ymgynghoriad statudol, ac
mae’r newidiadau hyn i derfynau’r gorchymyn arfaethedig un ai i addasu llinellau uwchben presennol
Western Power Distribution ar hyd y llwybr, fel y nodir yn y Datganiad Amgylcheddol drafft, i sicrhau
lleiniau gwelededd neu er mwyn gallu monitro yn ystod gwaith adeiladu’r cyswllt neu ar ôl hynny.
Daw’r newidiadau hyn o ganlyniad i’n hymateb i’r adborth a gawsom yn ystod yr ymgynghoriad neu o
ganlyniad i ystyriaethau amgylcheddol, ac maent yn rhan o waith dylunio peirianegol parhaus ar gyfer
y cyswllt 132,000 folt arfaethedig. Mân newidiadau'n unig yw'r diwygiadau i derfynau'r gorchymyn, ac
yn unol â chanllawiau cyfredol gan yr Adran Cymunedau a Llywodraeth Leol, ni fyddwn yn cynnal
unrhyw ymgynghoriadau ychwanegol ar y mân ddiwygiadau hyn.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau am y datblygiad arfaethedig, cysylltwch 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
LETTER TO AFFECTED WARD COUNCILLORS
Email: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
NAME
Tel: 0800 019 3518
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE
24 April 2015
Ref: BFC/AH/093
Dear Cllr NAME
Brechfa Forest Connection Project - proposed changes to the order limits
I am writing to let you know that we have recently written to several landowners and
occupiers in your ward who have an interest in land affected by the project where a minor
change to the boundary of the development consent order (DCO) application (also referred
to as the order limits) is proposed. We have written to the landowner to let them know about
the amendment(s) before we submit our DCO application to the Planning Inspectorate in late
spring 2015.
The minor changes to the proposed order limits, which we have made as a result of statutory
consultation feedback, are to either modify existing Western Power Distribution overhead
lines along the route as stated in the draft Environmental Statement, accommodate visibility
splays or enable monitoring during or after the construction of the connection.
These changes are as a result of our response to consultation feedback or environmental
considerations and are part of the ongoing engineering design of the proposed 132,000 volt
connection. The amendments to the order limits are only minor changes and, in line with
current guidance from the Department for Communities and Local Government, we will not
be carrying out any additional consultation on these minor amendments.
If you have any questions on the proposed development, please let us know by either
phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or 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
ADDRESS 1
ADDRESS 2
ADDRESS 3
POST CODE

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

24 Ebrill 2015
Cyf: BFC/AH/093
Annwyl Gynghorydd NAME
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa – newidiadau arfaethedig i derfynau'r gorchymyn
Rwy’n ysgrifennu atoch i roi gwybod i chi ein bod wedi ysgrifennu at nefir o berchnogion a
meddianwyr tir yn eich ward sydd â buddiant mewn tir y mae’r prosiect yn effeithio arno, lle
mae newid bach i derfyn y cais Gorchymyn Caniatâd Datblygu (DCO) (a elwir hefyd yn
derfynau’r gorchymyn) yn cael ei gynnig. Rydym wedi ysgrifennu at y
tirfeddiannwr/tirfeddianwyr i roi gwybod iddynt am y newid/newidiadau cyn i ni gyflwyno ein
cais DCO i’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio ddiwedd gwanwyn 2015.
Rydym wedi gwneud y mân newidiadau o ganlyniad i adborth yn dilyn yr ymgynghoriad
statudol, ac mae’r newidiadau hyn i derfynau’r gorchymyn arfaethedig un ai i addasu llinellau
uwchben presennol Western Power Distribution ar hyd y llwybr, fel y nodir yn y Datganiad
Amgylcheddol drafft, i sicrhau lleiniau gwelededd neu er mwyn gallu monitro yn ystod gwaith
adeiladu’r cyswllt neu ar ôl hynny.
Daw’r newidiadau hyn o ganlyniad i’n hymateb i’r adborth a gawsom yn ystod yr
ymgynghoriad neu o ganlyniad i ystyriaethau amgylcheddol, ac maent yn rhan o waith
dylunio peirianegol parhaus ar gyfer y cyswllt 132,000 folt arfaethedig. Mân newidiadau'n
unig yw'r diwygiadau i derfynau'r gorchymyn, ac yn unol â chanllawiau cyfredol gan yr Adran
Cymunedau a Llywodraeth Leol, ni fyddwn yn cynnal unrhyw ymgynghoriadau ychwanegol
ar y mân ddiwygiadau hyn.
Os oes gennych chi unrhyw gwestiynau am y datblygiad arfaethedig, cysylltwch 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
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Appendix 14.5
List of statutory consultees and local
community representatives written to
regarding changes to the order limits

Ward Councillors
Name

Address

Cllr E Williams
Cllr P A Palmer
Cllr H I Jones
Cllr L M
Stephens

Cystanog, Capel Dewi Road, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 8AY
Ffynnoniago, Rhydargaeau, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7JL
Man-Del, Bronwydd, Caerfyrddin, Carmarthenshire, SA33 6BE
The Coach House, Glanmorlais, Kidwelly, Carmarthenshire, SA17 5AW

Community Council Clerks
Name

Community
Council

Mr E Williams

Abergwili
7 Maesdolau, Idole, Carmarthen,
Community Council Carmarthenshire, SA32 8DQ

Mr Arfon Davies

Llandyfaelog
2 Brynedda, Llansaint, Kidwelly,
Community Council Carmarthenshire, SA17 5JL

Mr Clive Thomas

Llangunnor
59 Nantyrarian, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire,
Community Council SA31 3JQ

Mr Elfyn Williams

Llanllawddog
7 Maesdolau, Idole , Carmarthen,
Community Council Carmarthenshire, SA32 3DQ

Mr Philip Jones

Llanpumsaint
Clyttie Cochion, Llanpumsaint, Carmarthenshire,
Community Council SA33 6BT

Mr Neil John

Bronwydd
9 Bronwydd Road, Carmarthen,
Community Council Carmarthenshire, SA31 2AJ

Address

Persons with an Interest in Land

Owner Name
Aled & Margaret Griffiths
Brian & Ann Patten
Carmarthenshire County Council
David ashley & William Gary Jones
David John Alun Phillips
David Ryan James
DJP Davies & Sons
Dorian John Hughes
Geraint Thomas
Graham Emlyn Martin Bussell
Griffith William Grismond Philipps
Howard Vaughan & Karen Isobel Miles
Howell Vernon Jones and Elfira Jones
John David Pugh Howells
John Edward Allan, Hilda May & Peter
Neil Owens

Address
Llwyn Y Gwcw Farm
Tiffany Lodge
County Hall
Tyllwyd Mawr Farm
Rhydfwyalchen
Cilwg
Crugan Fawr
Maesawelon
c/o Cilmachau
St Kennox
Cwmgwili, Bronwydd Arms
Gwili Vale
Pant Farm
Llyswen

John Eirian & Valerie Olwen Davies
Judy Bromley-Davenport
Messrs Evans
Peter Hayes & Prudence Angela Sharp
Ralph & Pamela Eagle

Llangunnor
Peniel
Llandyfaelog
Llandyfaelog
Cwmffrwd
Cynwyl Elfed
Llawhaden
Carmarthen
Pontarsais
Llangunnor
10 Dolgwili Road

Carmarthenshire
Carmarthen
Carmarthen
Carmarthen
Carmarthen
Kidwelly
Kidwelly
Carmarthen
Carmarthen
Narberth
Carmarthenshire
Carmarthen
Carmarthen
Carmarthen

SA32 8DX
SA33 6BL
SA31 1JP
SA32 8EL
SA32 7HS
SA17 5PY
SA17 5RE
SA32 8ED
SA33 6UL
SA67 8DG
SA33 6HY
SA32 7DU
SA31 2HY
SA31 2AE

Glancorrwg

Llanpumpsaint

Carmarthen

SA33 6LX

Ysgubor Sarnau

Rhydargaeau Rd,
Peniel

Carmarthen

SA32 7AH

Napier House,
Spilman Street

Carmarthen

SA31 1JY

Alltwalis

Carmarthen

SA32 7DX

Alltwalis Road
Johnston

Carmarthen
Carmarthen

SA32 7DU
SA31 3HX

c/o Mr Jonathan Andrews
Llewellyn Humphreys
Chartered Surveyors
Nant y Boncath, Alltwalis
Road
Danfforddgar Farm
33 Parc Starling

Upland Arms
Rhydargaeau

Owner Name
Raymond Colin & Pamela Doreen Jones
Richard Wyn & Enid Evans

Address
Penyfedw Farm
Trefynys

RT & C Richards

Penyback

Sarah Margaret & Huw David Walters
Stephen & Helen Marie Bagshaw
The Welsh Ministers, c/o The Director of
Legal Services
Thomas Denzil and Elizabeth Anne
Boucher
William Evan Glanville & Sarah Margaret
Myrtle Jones

Nantygoetre Uchaf
Troed yr Yrfa
Welsh Assembly
Government Crown Building

Llandyfaelog
Peniel
Llandyfaelog,
Kidwelly
Ferryside
Rhydargaeau

Kidwelly, Dyfed
Carmarthen

SA17 5RD
SA32 7HU

Cathays Park

Cardiff

CF10 3NQ

Glyn Adda, Alltwalis Road

Alltwalis

Carmarthen

SA32 7DZ

Trefad

1 Cnwc y Gwili

Carmarthen

SA31 2HP

Carmarthenshire SA17 5PU
Carmarthenshire SA17 5YA
Carmarthen
SA32 7JA
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Appendix 14.6
Copy of letter sent to PILS on 28 May
2015

FREEPOST B FOREST CONNECTION
NAME
ADDRESS

E-mail: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Phone: 0800 019 3518

28 May 2015
Ref: BFC/AH/095
Dear NAME
Brechfa Forest Connection Project
You are receiving this letter because Western Power Distribution is submitting an application
to build a new line to connect Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm.
We are continually updating our information relating to the project and at this stage our
records indicate that you may potentially be a person with a right over land or you benefit
from a covenant over land which is affected by the project. This land is shown on the
attached plan and is that labelled Order Limits and coloured blue.
If you have been notified of the project already, that may have been as a member of the
public. This letter is important because if you benefit from a right or a covenant your right or
covenant may be affected or extinguished. You should therefore consider carefully if you
want to make further comments on the project.
The application for the project is being submitted on Friday 29 May 2015 and once accepted
you will be formally notified again. You will be able to comment on the application at that
stage and inform the Secretary of State if you object to your rights in the land being
interfered with. However if you have any comments on the application now you may also
contact us directly on the details above.
For further information and updates on the Brechfa Forest Connection Project please visit
our project website at www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest . If you have difficulty
accessing the website or if you have any questions on the proposed development, please let
us know by either phoning our community relations team on 0800 019 3518 or emailing
info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk .

Andrew Hubbold
Western Power Distribution
Encl.
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

E-bost: info@brechfaforestconnection.co.uk
Ffôn: 0800 019 3518

28 Mai 2015
Cyf: BFC/AH/095
Annwyl NAME
Prosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa
Rydych yn derbyn y llythyr hwn oherwydd bod Western Power Distribution yn cyflwyno cais i
adeiladu llinell newydd i gysylltu Fferm Wynt Gorllewin Coedwig Brechfa.
Rydym yn diweddaru ein gwybodaeth yn barhaol ynghlwm â’r prosiect ac yn ystod y cam
hwn mae’n cyfrifon yn amlygu eich bod, o bosibl, yn berson â hawl dros dir neu yn
fuddiannydd o gyfamod dros dir sy’n cael ei effeithio gan y prosiect. Caiff y tir ei ddangos ar
y cynllun atodedig ac fe’i labelwyd Terfynau’r Gorchymyn a’i liwio’n las.
Os ydych eisioes wedi’ch hysbysu ynglŷn â’r prosiect, byddai hynny efallai fel aelod o’r
cyhoedd. Mae’r llythyr hwn yn bwysig oherwydd os ydych yn fuddiannydd o hawl neu
gyfamod, efallai bydd eich hawl neu gyfamod yn cael ei effeithio neu’i ddiddymu. Dylech
felly ystyried yn ofalus os ydych am wneud unrhyw sylwadau pellach ar y prosiect.
Mae’r cais ar gyfer y prosiect yn cael ei gyflwyno Ddydd Gwener 29 Mai 2015 ac unwaith y
derbynnir byddwch yn cael eich hysbysu’n ffurfiol eto. Bydd modd i chi gynnig sylwadau ar y
cais yn ystod y cam hwnnw a hysbysu’r Ysgrifennydd Gwladol os ydych yn gwrthwynebu’r
ymyrraeth â’ch hawliau yn y tir. Serch hynny, os oes gennych unrhyw sylwadau ar y cais ar
hyn o bryd gellwch gysylltu â ni ar y manylion uchod.
Am wybodaeth pellach a diweddariad ar Brosiect Cyswllt Coedwig Brechfa, ymwelwch â’n
gwefan www.westernpower.co.uk/brechfaforest . Os cewch drafferth gael mynediad i’r wefan
neu os oes gennych unrhyw gwestiynau ar y datblygiad arfaethedig, gadewch i ni wybod
drwy naillai ffonio’r tîm cyswllt cymunedol ar 0800 019 3518 neu 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

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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Appendix 14.7
List of PILS written to on 28 May
2015

23 newly identified PILs not previously consulted as a PIL or member of the
public
Name
Alun Gwili Jones and
Sybil Mary Griffiths
Alan Thomas and
Patricia Caroline
Beynon
Evan Goronwy Davies

Address
Cwmparc, Peniel, Carmarthen, SA32 7HT
Glantowy Farm, Abergwili, Carmarthen, SA32 7EP
Glyn Aur, Abergwili, Carmarthen

David Lloyd and Joanne Gardeners Cottage, Peniel Road, Glangwili, Carmarthen, SA32
Elizabeth Lewis
7HR
HW Davies
Benjamin and Frances
Evans
William Thomas and
Sylvia Lesley Van Atta
David William George
Barclays Bank plc

Plas Cwrthir, Llanstephan Road, Carmarthen, SA33 5AA
Cwmllydan Ganol, Llanllawddog, SA32 7JD
Cwm Aerau, Llanllawddog, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7JD
Cwmyronnen Uchaf, Llanllawddog, Carmarthenshire, SA32
7JD
Barclays Loan Servicing Centre, P.O. Box 299, Birmingham,
B1 3PF

BP Trading Limited

Britannic House, Finsbury Circus, London

Catherine Gwendoline
Francis

Lots Cottage, Compton Abbas, Shaftesbury, SP7 0NQ

Santander UK plc
Department of
Transport
Nationwide Building
Society
Department for
Environment, Food and
Rural Affairs
One 2 One Personal
Communications
Limited
Stephen Herman and
Alison Joan Dengel
EE Ltd
Hutchison 3G UK Ltd
Moya Ann
McNeill

Deeds Services, 101 Midsummer Boulevard, Milton Keynes,
MK9 1AA
Great Minster House, 33 Horseferry Road, London, SW1P
4DR
Nationwide House, Pipers Way, Swindon, SN38 1NW
Nobel House, 17, Smith Square, London, SW19 3JR

Hatfield Business Park, Hatfield, Hertfordshire, AL10 9BW
Highfields Farm, Onecote, Staffordshire, ST13 7RZ
Trident Place, Mosquito Way, Hatfield, Hertfordshire, AL10
9BW
Star House, 20 Grenfell Road, Maidenhead, Berkshire, SL6
1EH
25 Carfex Road, Hayes, Middlesex, UB3 4RB

David Elfed Treharne
and Margaret Olwen
1 Badminton Gardens, Fforestfach, Swansea, SA5 5DT
Lewis
Michael Joseph
55 Langton Street, Heywood, OL10 4LH
Brennan
British
81 Newgate Street, London, EC1A 7AJ
Telecommunications plc
Seven newly identified PILs previously consulted as statutory consultees
Name

Address

Wales & West Utilities Limited

Wales & West House, Spooner Close, Coedkernew,
Newport, South Wales, NP10 8FZ

Network Rail Limited

1 Eversholt Street, London, NW1 2DN

West Wales Air Ambulance
Dyfed Powys Police
Hywel Dda Local Health Board

Ty Elusen, Bay Studios Business Park, Fabian Way,
Swansea, SA1 8QB
Police Headquarters, Llangunnor, Carmarthen,
SA31 2PF
Corporate Offices, Ystwyth Building, Hafan Derwen,
St Davids Park, Jobswell Road, Carmarthen,
SA31 3BB

National Grid Electricity
Transmission Plc

1-3 Strand, London, WC2N 5EH

RWE Innogy UK

Auckland House, Lydiard Fields, Great Western
Way, Swindon, Wiltshire, SN5 8ZT

Nine newly identified PILs previously consulted as PILs in relation to other
land
Name

Address

Gareth John Thomas

Gelliddu, Banycapel, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 8EB

HSBC Bank Plc

8, Canada Square, London, E14 5HQ

Lloyds Bank plc

Pendeford Securities Centre, Pendeford Business Park,
Wobaston Road, Wolverhampton, WV9 5HZ

Robert David Huw and
Miranda Bowen
The National Assembly
for Wales
National Westminster
Bank
Helen Diana Reader
Tristan Peter Moran

Lan House, Idole, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 8DE
Cardiff Bay, Cardiff, CF99 1NA
Credit Documentation Department, 8th Floor, 1 Hardman
Boulevard, Manchester, M3 3AQ
Ysgubor Penwaun, Alltwalis Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7DZ

The Agricultural
Mortgage Corporation
plc
Christopher Ogwyn
Evans

Charlton Place, Charlton Road, Andover, Hampshire,
SP10 1RE
Capel Farm, Bancycapel, Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32
8EB

Two newly identified PILs previously consulted as a local authority
Name
Carmarthenshire
County Council
Ceredigion County
Council

Address
County Hall, Carmarthen, SA31 1JP
Neuadd Cyngor Ceredigion, Penmorfa, Aberaeron, Ceredigion,
SA46 0PA

Two newly identified PILs previously consulted as local user groups
Name
Abergwili Fishing Club
The Trustees of the Carmarthen
and District Angling Club

Address
c/o Treasurer and West Wales Tackle, Lammas
Street, Carmarthen
c/o Treasurer and West Wales Tackle, Lammas
Street, Carmarthen

Six newly identified PILs previously consulted as statutory consultees and
PILs in relation to other land
Name

Address

National Grid plc

1-3 Strand, London, WC2N 5EH

Dwr Cymru Cyfyngedig

Pentwyn Road, Nelson, Treharris, Mid Glamorgan,
CF46 6LY

National Grid Gas plc

1-3 Strand, London, WC2N 5EH

The Secretary of State for Wales

The Wales Office, 1 Caspian Point, Caspian Way,
Cardiff, CF10 4DQ

Mainline Pipelines Limited

7th Floor, 11 Old Jewry, London, EC2R 8DU

Natural Resources Wales

Maes y Ffynnon, Penrhosgarnedd, Bangor,
Gwynedd, LL57 2DW

Three newly identified PILs previously consulted as members of the public
Name

Address

Mr & Mrs Rhodes

1 Gatgoch, Peniel Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7HR

David Jones

Pengerddi, Peniel Road, Carmarthen, SA32 7HR

Thomas Llewellyn and Muriel
Phillips

Nantfelys, Peniel, SA32 7HS

One newly identified PIL previously consulted as a PIL and as a member of the
public
Name

Address

David John and Lisa Jane
Pain

Derlwyn Mansion, Alltwalis Road, Alltwalis,
Carmarthen, Carmarthenshire, SA32 7DZ

