Summary of Changes to Construction Phase Plan

Following comments raised on Conditions 5 and 16 at GSK Stockley Park by the Canal and Rivers Trust previously, please see attached and enclosed via Mimecast an updated Construction Management Plan to respond directly to these matters. This has been updated in line with various comments raised. A summary of where changes have been made is shown below/where clarifications are made:
 
All reference and text with regard the Canal Interface Improvement Concept Plan has been removed from the document pending further dialogue.
 
1. Page 53 showing the exact location of the correctly assumed 8’ (foot) acoustic fence. 
1. Page 88 provides further information on collecting dusty/silty water from the ground daily to avoid run off or infiltration. Acoustic fence is for noise protection only.
1. Page 52 shows the exact location of the TPO fence produced by BCA. Fence located to protect both roots and canopy.
1. Page 74 makes reference to the paragraph below taken from the Remediation Strategy regarding water and associated risk assessment, submitted under condition 24. Excerpt below.
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CONTROLLED WATERS RISK ASSESSMENT

Exceedances of the DWS for ammoniacal nitrogen recorded in soil leachate and exceedances of
ammoniacal nitrogen and PAHs recorded in groundwater samples suggest a potential risk to the
underlying Principal Aquifer. However, the Site is not located within a Source Protection Zone, there
are no potable groundwater abstraction licences within 1 km of the Site and the majority of the Lynch
Hill Gravel has been excavated from the Site and surrounding area. The risk to groundwater is
therefore considered to be Low.

The exceedances of EQSs for ammoniacal nitrogen, TPH fractions and PAHs indicate a potential risk
to surface waters. Based on the groundwater level monitoring undertaken, groundwater within Made
Ground appears to flow to the south, towards the Grand Union Canal. However, given the cohesive
Made Ground and the presence of sheet piling, lateral migration would be limited; the risk to surface
waters is therefore considered to be Low.

No remediation to address risk to controlled waters is recommended based on the findings of this
assessment.




