
 

17/02/2016 Ref: BFC-AFP113 Your ref: ENO20016 

Dear Mr Broderick, 

I have received a letter from Mr Nick Buxton dated 12th February. In it he has confirmed that 
arrangements will be made by Western Power Distribution to have our water tested and monitored. 
If results prove that the poles have affected our water supply WPD and the environmental health 
officer will work with us to rectify the situation. I am pleased about this.  

 On the question of access through our property when I wrote on 19th January I asked WPD to 
confirm that they only needed access to pole 169 because that was what Mr Buxton and Jocelyn 
Honeywood had both told me on separate occasions over the phone.  Mr Buxton told me verbally 
quite clearly before the hearing last Wednesday morning, 10th February, that the construction site 
could be accessed from each end, and pole 169 accessed via a gap in the hedge from pole 168 so 
that the access through our property would not be needed, except after the construction phase for 
maintenance via a land rover and then on foot.  In his letter he now says access could be through the 
hedge from pole 168, or via a track (which has a stony surface,) leading from below pole 170 to the 
gateway of the field where pole 169 is situated, or via our property, but only using land rover size 
vehicles. There is no mention of how many of these vehicles there will be or trailers behind these 
vehicles, but he has mentioned vehicles with trailers before. So I now feel that we are back to the 
beginning of the negotiation again and that what he has not said is more important than what he 
has said. For instance are they planning to supply the entire route with materials via our property? 

 I only want to know exactly what is planned, therefore I will put forward what I would like included 
in the key terms sheet. 

• An UNDERTAKING from WPD that there will be access via a specified roadway through our 
yard area. This will be the same width as the straight lengths of the unclassified Llwynwalter 
Road, with a slightly wider area on the bend into Llwyn Teg land. This will be for ingress and 
egress only in a landrover sized vehicle to pole 169 only. I would like the area shown on the 
WPD map to be narrowed to a road width as described above. 

• There will be no parking or storage of materials on our yard area because our neighbours 
have an identical right to pass through on the same area, and we often have animals here 
that need loading and unloading in the yard.  

I have been to see Mr Jones today in his office and he has kindly redrafted the map for me. Revisions 
include: - 

• The map of our water supply sent to me by Mr Buxton (enclosed) still includes part of Mr 
and Mrs Rentmore’s property. I would like this taken off ASAP as I instructed Mr Buxton 
when he visited here to see the water supply the correct land boundary between us and our 
neighbour. I also said the same thing at stage 3 consultation and I was told the map would 
be changed to reflect the correct land boundary. Mr Jones has marked out the correct 
boundary to my property. I trust WPD will now effect the changes. The corrugated iron 
barns belong to a third party – THEY DO NOT BELONG TO ME. 

• The map does not show my springs (except the one that we did not look at as it is only in use 
in the summer and is not affected by the scheme). These have now been drawn in by us 

 



 

today - and I want the map to be accurate otherwise mistakes will be made. There is no 
‘area of concern’ around pole 170. Please amend the plan. 

• There is no indication that it was agreed on site that pole 171 would be moved 5 metres 
downhill away from the spring. Please amend the plan. 

• There is no indication that it was also agreed that pole 170 would be moved 5 metres uphill 
away from the other spring. Please amend the plan. 

• I would like this agreement to be recorded so that the poles are not sited incorrectly. 

 I am trying to save WPD from making expensive errors and causing us trauma through having no 
water. 

I have consistently tried to engage with WPD to this end. It does not seem that WPD are taking much 
notice of what I say and this does not inspire confidence in them. In fact, I am beginning to feel that 
they are bordering on incompetent and I would have expected more effective consultation and 
negotiation to have taken place. All of this could have been concluded months ago in my opinion, 
and saved me a great deal of time and frustration.  

It has only taken Mr Jones one afternoon of his time to fully reflect and change the plan to reflect my 
land interest and properly record the water features that affect my property and the water supply of 
my son and other neighbours who rely on this very important water source. Please amend the plan. 

 

Thank you for your attention, 

Pauline Medland (Mrs) 
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