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Introduction   

A note (Ref: TWA/13/APP/04/OBJ/1154 and provided at Appendix A) was submitted to the inquiry by Mr 
Martin Fitzsimons. This contained a series of questions to the applicants (promoters) about the evidence given 
by Mr Smith in relation to the Stourton Park and Ride site. The promoters’ response to those questions is set 
out below. 

 

Questions from Mr Fitzsimons 

1) Do you accept the evidence wholly, partly or not at all? 

The promoters accept in full the evidence of Mr Smith. At the public inquiry Mr Fitzsimons cross 
examined Mr Smith on matters relating ground conditions at the Stourton site. Mr Smith responded to 
these queries, outlining previous geotechnical studies, acknowledging that the site was a former 
quarry with poor quality backfill material, and noting that ground improvement measures were part of 
the NGT scheme proposals.  

2) Any part of the evidence not accepted, please state the reasons why not? 

The promoters accept in full the evidence of Mr Smith. 

3) Mr Smith’s report states that parts of the ground is in a terrible condition, do you accept that part of 
his statement? 

In Mr Smith’s Proof of Evidence (APP 3-2 paragraph 5.6.5) within the section describing the Stourton 
Park and Ride site, it is stated: 

‘This location is the site of a former quarry which has been backfilled with variable but mainly poor 
quality material. It is suitable for the purposes of a park and ride site but ground improvement 
measures, earthwork slopes and retaining structures will be required in some areas to achieve a 
satisfactory arrangement.’  

This is accepted and understood by the promoters who have worked with Mr Smith and the Mott 
MacDonald team over the course of several years to investigate ground conditions at the Stourton 
site. This has included desk studies, undertaking an intrusive ground investigation, producing a Ground 
Investigation Report as well as a Geotechnical Design Report in accordance with (EN 1997-1) Eurocode 
7 Geotechnical Design. Relevant documents were submitted within Volume 4 of the Environmental 
Statement as follows: 

• Belle Isle Geo-environmental Desk Study (A-08g-9) 

• South Line Geotechnical Investigation Report (A-08g-8) 

• South Line Geotechnical Design Report (A-08g-7). Of most relevance to the question raised is 
section 7 of this report which provides a description and interpretation of ground conditions. It 
also provides analysis and design parameters for the proposed works; for example section 7.6 
considers the proposed embankments and 7.8 the depot retaining structures.  

The ground conditions are assessed within the Environmental Statement Technical Appendix F 
Geology and Soils (A-08c-6) this includes: 



• Table 3.14 which summarises the baseline ground conditions for Stourton both within and 
outside of the opencast quarry footprint;  

• Table 4.1 which highlights where the proposals may affect the geology, specially mentioning 
Stourton as an area for ground improvements, in particular embankment stabilisation. The 
Environmental Statement concludes that there are no significant geology and soils residual 
effects.   

It is acknowledged by the promoters that ground improvement works are required at the Stourton site 
and provision for such has been included within the scheme design and cost plan.  

4) In Mr Smith’s evidence he states there should be no building take place on this site. Do you accept this 
part of his report? 

We do not agree with your assertion. It is clear from Mr Smith’s evidence (APP 3-2) that a depot 
building (5.7.3.d) and operations control centre (5.7.3.f) are specified as part of the NGT works. In 
addition the NGT depot building is also noted as the last item in the table at paragraph 5.11.1 including 
quantification of gross floor area.  

A maintenance building/ office is also included as part of the Planning Direction application (A-01-7 
Appendix 1 section 18f) within the Elements of Development. The depot/ controls centre building 
would be cut into the existing earthwork slope and this arrangement including plan and elevations can 
be seen on the Planning Direction Plans (A-03 sheet 29).  

To accommodate the depot building and associated stabling area, an existing ground slope would be 
excavated down to the underlying rockhead thereby removing overlying made ground. The South Line 
Geotechnical Design Report (A008g-7) at section 7.5.1 considers the foundations for the depot 
building which are likely to be strip or pad footings with the need for shallow excavation of weak 
siltstone and mudstone and backfill with mass concrete.  

5) If the park and ride site goes ahead at Stourton, what additional work and safegurads will be put in 
place? 

The detailed design has not yet been undertaken and any additional safeguards beyond those already 
in the Order documentation (such as the Construction Code of Practice A-08g-2) will be considered by 
the promoters in conjunction with the designer.  

We note that the South Line Geotechnical Design Report (A-08g-7 section 8) contains a preliminary 
geotechnical and contamination risk assessment; and the South Line Geotechnical Investigation Report 
(A-08g-8 Appendix B) contains a set of Hazard Plans. These have been included within the Health and 
Safety File and along with all relevant documentation and will be made available to the (detailed) 
designer and Principal Contractor under our Construction Design and Management regulation 
obligations.  
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