
  

been disclosed by the inspection and therefore could not be taken into account. In addition, groundwater 
levels and flows, may vary from those Reported due to seasonal, or other, effects and the limitations 
stated in the data should be recognised. 

3.3  RSK places a degree of dependence upon oral information provided by site representatives, 
which is not readily verifiable through visual inspection, or supported by any available written 
documentation. RSK shall not be held responsible for conditions or consequences arising from relevant 
facts that were not fully disclosed by facility or site representatives at the time this Report was prepared. 

3.4  This Report is a live document, to be continually reviewed and updated as the development 
progresses or other changes occur on site. RSK can only maintain the currency of this Report through 
the Client requesting support with supplementary site visits or attendance at meetings ahead of key 
stages of the development in relation to surface water management. Our risk rating assesses a number 
of risk factors in line with the source-pathway- receptor model and is therefore subject to constant 
change. 

3.5  Standard design drawings are indicative. Material types, dimensions and construction details 
will need to be adjusted by the Client to suit the specific conditions / flows on Site. 

3.6 The full responsibly for implementing the site-specific protection and maintenance measures to 
protect the surface water system as stated in this Report, remains with the Client and their site 
management team. Additional control measures may be required to achieve the objectives set out in 
the Surface Water Management Plan to be implemented and financed by the Client. 

4. Service Constraints where the Report relates to Waste Management: 

4.1 In accordance with the definition provided in the Waste Framework Directive (WFD), materials 
are only considered waste if ‘they are discarded, intended to be discarded or required to be discarded, 
by the holder’. Naturally occurring soils are not considered waste if re-used on the site of origin for the 
purposes of development. Soils such as made ground that are not of clean and natural origin 
(irrespective of whether they are contaminated or not) and other materials such as recycled aggregate, 
do not necessarily become waste until the criteria above are met. Excavation arisings from the 
development may therefore be classified as waste if surplus to requirements and/or unsuitable for re-
use.  

4.2 It is the duty of the waste producer, to ensure that all waste is accurately classified prior to 
waste disposal. Technical Guidance WM3 (EA, 2018) sets out in its Appendix D requirements for waste 
sampling. It is a legal requirement to correctly assess and classify waste. The level of sampling should 
be proportionate to the volume of waste and its heterogeneity. Unless otherwise stated, the waste 
assessment presented in this Report should be considered as preliminary and further testing and 
assessment of the waste under the provisions of a Waste Sampling Plan may be required to obtain the 
necessary level of data required for basic characterisation of the waste in support of disposal. 

4.3 Unless stated otherwise in the Report, information relating to historical operations at the site 
was not reviewed as part of the assessment by RSK.  In addition, unless otherwise stated in the 
Services, RSK was not present during the collection of the samples nor had any input on the chemical 
testing suite. Therefore, the waste assessment and classification detailed in this Report are based solely 
on any information that were provided to RSK (e.g., laboratory chemical data, exploratory hole records) 
and were completed without prejudice for our Client.  

4.4  RSK’s assumes that any ground investigation data, chemical testing results etc., that were 
provided by the Client to inform the waste assessment and supporting review were carried out in 
accordance with current best practice and relevant guidance/ standards, where applicable. Thus, the 
comments given in this Report and the opinions expressed are based solely on the information provided 
by the Client. However, it is noted that there may be conditions pertaining to the site that have not been 
disclosed by the investigation and therefore could not be taken into account as part of the RSK 
assessment. 



  

5. Service Constraints for Construction Environmental Management Plan Reports: 

5.1 This Report should be considered in the light of any changes in legislation, statutory 
requirement or industry practices that may have occurred subsequent to the date of issue.  

5.2 The measures and comments outlined in this Report and any opinions expressed are based 
on the plans provided at the time and discussions with relevant parties. However, there may be 
conditions pertaining to the site that have not been disclosed by investigations and therefore could not 
be taken into account. 

5.3 This CEMP is a live document and is subject to change throughout the project, as and when 
necessary, to ensure management of environmental aspects remains relevant, and to ensure continued 
compliance with legislation and commitments as they may change. RSK understands that this CEMP 
will be reviewed by the Client every six months and updated as and when necessary. 

5.4 It is the full responsibility of the Principal Contractor/ Client to ensure that their works do not 
contravene legal requirements, and adherence to this CEMP alone cannot be a full defence regarding 
legal action against the Principal Contractor. 

6. Service Constraints where the Report relates to Ground Gas Membrane Verification: 

6.1  This Report is limited to the verification of the gas resistant membrane/vapour membrane/ 
radon barrier after installation and no inspections were undertaken of the substrate (i.e. prepared 
ground). The Report therefore does not constitute as a full verification of ground gas protection system.  

6.2 The comments given in this Report and the opinions expressed, are based on the condition of 
the ground gas membrane as encountered at the time of inspection by suitably qualified personnel. 
RSK cannot accept liability for any subsequent change to the status of the gas membrane by follow-on 
trades or other construction activity.  

 6.3 Where not designed by RSK, the verification of protection measures is carried out with 
reference to the gas protection design provided by the Client. RSK assume the scope of gas protection 
measures as determined by third parties to be correct and to have achieved any required approval from 
authorities.  

6.4 The Ground Gas Design Report/Remediation Strategy and Verification Plan contains details of 
the procedures to be adopted for inspection and validation of the works. However, it should be noted 
that responsibility for the correct implementation of the strategy lies with the appointed contractor. RSK 
cannot be held responsible for any remedial works that are carried out without the agreed procedures 
involving either direct supervision by RSK, or inspection and validation of the works by a representative 
from RSK. 

7. Service Constraints for Environmental Due Diligence (EDD)Reports: 

7.1 The comments given in this Report and the opinions expressed are based on the information 
obtained and reviewed as part of the desk-based assessment. However, there may be conditions 
pertaining to the Site that have not been disclosed by the assessment and therefore could not be taken 
into account. Furthermore, no intrusive investigations, monitoring or sampling have been undertaken to 
confirm the environmental status of the site, therefore any comments relating to ground conditions and 
subsurface contamination are based solely on a review of desk-based information. 

7.2  This Report describes the results of the EDD exercise. The scope of this EDD Report, where 
appropriate, covers legal or regulatory compliance with respect to UK or international regulations 
associated with environmental matters. 

7.3  As with any EDD exercise, there is a certain degree of dependence upon information provided 
by the target company. The EDD does not include a site walkover / visit or liaison with site 
representatives unless identified in the Services. Therefore, the assessment is based on the available 
desk study information. Also, there is a certain degree of dependence upon oral information provided 



  

by site representatives, which is not readily verifiable through visual inspection, or supported by any 
available written documentation. RSK shall not be held responsible for conditions or consequences 
arising from relevant facts that were not fully disclosed by facility or site representatives at the time this 
EDD exercise was performed. 

7.4 This Report, including all supporting data and notes (collectively referred to hereinafter as 
"information"), was prepared or collected by RSK for the benefit of its Client.  

7.5 The comments given in this Report and the opinions expressed are based on the information 
obtained and reviewed as part of the desk-based assessment and the site inspection visit. However, 
there may be conditions pertaining to the Site that have not been disclosed by the assessment and 
therefore could not be taken into account. Furthermore, no intrusive investigations, monitoring or 
sampling have been undertaken to confirm the environmental status of the Site therefore any comments 
relating to ground conditions and subsurface contamination are based solely on a review of desk-based 
information and observations collected during the site inspection visit. 

8. Service Constraints for Ground source heat energy Reports: 

8.1 It is understood that this is a desktop survey only and that there are no requirements for a site 
walkover, service utility survey, or provision of service plans. These services can be provided upon 
request if required.  

8.2 At a later stage, it is possible that a thermal response test (TRT) will need to be completed, for 
which a test borehole will have to be drilled, and these would be costed at the time. RSK can provide 
all aspects of subsequent site work for a GSHP system if required. 

9. Service Constraints for Water Abstraction Borehole Reports: 

9.1 The Report aims principally to only identify and assess the suitability of the site for a water 
abstraction borehole. This Report should be considered in the light of any changes in legislation, 
statutory requirements, and industry practices, that have occurred subsequent to the date of the Report. 

9.2  Unless stated in the Report, the opinions expressed in this Report including all comments and 
recommendations provided are on the basis of the information obtained from a desk-based assessment. 
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Construction (Design and Management) Regulations

Design risk assessments are carried out throughout the design stage of this project in accordance with company 
procedures and manuals. Where reasonably possible all areas of risk applicable to design and end use of the 
construction have been identified and then eliminated, mitigated or recorded as a residual risk. Note that general 
risks of which a competent designer or contractor should be aware are not included. This drawing is to be read in 
conjunction with the Pre-construction Information and all related documents prepared in accordance with the current 
Construction (Design and Management) Regulations 2015 and all applicable Health and Safety legislation as 
currently amended.

DO NOT 
SCALE

Any discrepancy or query concerning this drawing should be referred to the Architect

Registered Office: Greenmeadow Springs, 1 Cae Gwyrdd, Tongwynlais, CARDIFF CF15 7AB
Copyright © LAWRAY LIMITED 

Reg. Co. No. 2724178, VAT Reg. No. 134 2146 06

CARDIFF 029 2052 8140
LONDON 0207 138 3560
WREXHAM 01978 357 887
www.lawray.co.uk

lawray architects

RIBA PLAN OF WORK WORKSTAGE LEVEL OF MODEL DEFINITION (LoD)

PURPOSE OF ISSUE - SUITABLE FOR ... STATUS or SUITABILITY

PROJECT No

(BS1192:2007
+A2:2016) &
BS EN ISO19650

SCALE @ A0

DRAWING TITLE

PROJECT TITLE

CLIENT

DRAWING No REVISION

File Name:

Pri
nt 
Da
te:

1192:   Project - Originator -   Volume    -     Level   -  Type -     Role      - Number
19650: Project - Originator   - Functional  -  Spatial  - Form - Discipline - Number

       Breakdown   Breakdown

As indicated

P07

Autodesk Docs://20007_EAF Project/EAF-LAW-00-XX-M3-A-000001_Site Plan Master.rvt

15
/10
/20
24
 15
:19
:03

20007

A-900009

Proposed Site Plan - Hybrid Planning Application

EAF PROJECT, PORT TALBOT

Tata Steel UK Ltd.

LoD 3 - Approximate ModelStage 3 - Spatial Coordination

Information Status S2 - Delivery Team Information

EAF-LAW-X-X-DR-
1 : 3000
Proposed Site Plan -  Full and Outline Application Areas

N

REV DESCRIPTION | DRAWN BY | CHECKED BY | APPROVED BY DATE
P00 Initial Issue 11/06/2024
P01 Building names updated 14/06/2024
P02 Updates following comments from Planning 20/06/2024
P03 Planning Issue 27/06/2024
P04 Updates following comments from Planning 15/07/2024
P05 Revised Boundary following Client Comments 14/08/2024
P06 Issue to NPT 23/08/2024
P07 Blue Line Amended 15/10/2024

Site Area Schedule_Full & Outline

Name
Area

m2 hectares

Full Planning 964487 m² 96.4 hectare
Outline Planning 631689 m² 63.2 hectare

1596176 m² 159.6 hectare


	Figures
	Figure 7 Exploratory Hole location Plan- Exceedances in Human Health GACs (Soils)
	APPENDICES
	Appendix B  Development drawings
	Appendix C  Technical background
	Appendix D  Exploratory hole records (Inc Project cronus)






