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GLOSSARY 
 

Abbreviation Definition 

Newlay Newlay Asphalt Ltd, Newlay Readymix Ltd, Newlay Concrete, 

Dewsbury Sand and Gravel Ltd, and Wakefield Sand and Gravel 

Ltd 

the Trust Canal and River Trust 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Introduction 

1.1.1 The following are Network Rail’s responses to the Proofs of Evidence of the 

following: 

• Newlay Asphalt Ltd, Newlay Readymix Ltd, Newlay Concrete, Dewsbury 
Sand and Gravel Ltd, and Wakefield Sand and Gravel Ltd (OBJ/18-
22,29) 

• Canal and River Trust (OBJ 35) 

• Kirklees Council (OBJ 33) 

• HD1 Developments (OBJ 23) 

• Taurus Investment (OBJ 34) 
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2. CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT REBUTTAL OF OBJECTOR’S 
EVIDENCE 

2.1 Newlay (OBJ/18-22, 29) 

2.1.1 I can confirm that the planned Northern Powergrid 132Kv overhead line 

diversion will permanently remove this asset for the Newlay site and there 

are no new buried high voltage services planned to be installed. An extract of 

the preliminary design intent is shown in Figure 1 below. 

Figure 1 – Preliminary diversions scheme from Northern Powergrid 

 

Denotes the permanent removal of 132kV overhead power lines 

Denotes permanently amended/diverted 132kV overhead route 

2.1.2 Closures of Calder Road are required to deliver the works and the 

associated utilities diversions. The diversion route will use Thornhill Road 

and as such there is no intent to have both Calder Road and Thornhill Road 

temporarily closed at any time. See Figure 2 below for the planned diversion 

route. In my PoE I refer to a potential 6 month full closure of Calder River 

Bridge to allow the full reconstruction of the parapets and increase in road 

level in a single stage delivery. An alternative staged approach with the 
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parapets being reconstructed one side at a time under lane closures, with a 

full closure only being required for the roadworks is produced below. 

Table 1 – Anticipated footpath and road restrictions on Calder Road 

Location Traffic Management Programmed Duration 

Calder Rd – 

River Br 

Lane and foot path closes one side 9th Oct 23 to 4th Sep 24 

Full road closure 5th Sep 24 to 14th Oct 24 

Calder Road – 

Rail Br 

Lane and foot path closes one side 5th Jun 23 to 15th Oct 24 

Full road closure 15th Oct 24 to 29th Oct 24 

 

Figure 2 – Planned diversion route for closure of Calder Road River Bridge 

 

2.1.3 As evidenced by Graham Thomas the anticipated road lift at Calder Road is 

circa 1m. It is my expert opinion that the optimum construction methodology 

for the reconstruction of the bridge is to complete this work off line – refer to 

the summary contained in Table 2 below, for reasons of public disruption, 

economics, sustainability, and utilities disruption. 
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Table 2 – Summary of bridge construction options 

Construction Method Discussion Impact 

On-line (road closed) Temporary utilities bridge 

required as a minimum – 

located to the west – likely to 

need Newlay land for abutment 

construction and for approach 

embankments. 

Existing foundations need full 

removal for the proposed piled 

structure – deep excavation 

adjacent to the railway – 

difficult to manage. 

Highly disruptive for the 

highway user – pedestrians, 

cyclists and vehicles. 

Double diversions of services 

into temporary bridge and then 

into permanent. 

Double reconfiguration of 

Newlay business. 

Not sustainable in terms of 

excess materials usage. 

Uneconomic. 

On-line (temporary 

bridge) 

Temporary road and service 

bridge located to the west, 

requiring Newlay land and 

double reconfiguration of the 

Newlay site  

Existing foundations need full 

removal for the proposed piled 

structure – deep excavation 

adjacent to the railway – 

difficult to manage. 

Highly disruptive for the 

highway user – pedestrians, 

cyclists and vehicles. 

Double diversions of services 

onto temporary bridge and 

then into the permanent 

structure. 

Uneconomic. 

Not sustainable – temporary 

structure constructed and then 

removed, given the programme 

unlikely to find a re-use within 

the project. Double 

reconfiguration of Newlay 

business. 

On-line (half and half) Difficult construction given the 

gross level differential between 

decks and requirements for 

vehicle incursion prevention. 

Highly complex utilities 

diversion strategy required. 

Spatially difficult to achieve in 

the retained cross sections and 

to align the diversions across 

the level difference. 

Geometry very difficult to safely 

construct. 

Uneconomic. 

Excavation of redundant 

foundation difficult to achieve 

in two halves against the 

railway. 

Off-line  Permanent land take of Newlay 

required. 

Single diversion of services. 

Bulk of the works can be 

completed off line thus 

mitigating the effects on the 

travelling public. 

Most economic option. 
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Construction Method Discussion Impact 

Most sustainable solution – no 

double diversions, least 

temporary works materials. 
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2.2 Canal and River Trust (OBJ 35) 

2.2.1 From a construction perspective, I understand from our legal team that the 

Protective Provisions at Part 5 of Schedule 19 to the Order is a well 

precedented and effective means of protecting the Trust’s undertaking in the 

delivery of the TRU Scheme.  Network Rail’s case is as follows. As a 

Schedule to the Order, the Protective Provisions apply to the exercise of the 

Order powers, and as such Network Rail will need to comply with those 

protections in the exercise of all of the Order powers.  They represent a fair 

and balanced set of checks and protection to ensure that the delivery of the 

Scheme will not prejudice the Trust’s undertaking as the powers may only be 

legitimately exercised so far as they Network Rail is in compliance with the 

requirements.  In particular, the Protective Provisions require the Trust’s 

consent before the exercise of some of the Order powers.  In addition, there 

is provision for the appointment of a surveyor (at Network Rail’s cost) on 

behalf of the Trust for plans approval prior to the commencement of works 

affecting the Trust’s assets.  Provision is also made for making good of 

detriment and also payment of the Trust’s costs.  Notwithstanding the 

comprehensive protection provided by the Protective Provisions, the Project 

has offered (in the Side Agreement) to commit to progressive engagement 

with the Trust, to develop the details around the canal and river interfaces 

and to agree to the approach to canal closures to mitigate the impact on the 

users of the canals, as well as agree appropriate mitigation 

measures.  Network Rail has also offered a commitment to have regard to 

the Trust’s Code of Practice where to do so is consistent with the effective, 

safe and economic delivery of the Scheme. 

2.2.2 In respect of the Proof of Shaun McGinley 3.3.2, I would stress that the 

engagement noted sought to clarify whether trial pitting was deemed 

intrusive compared to for example coring works which are definitely intrusive, 

and to establish the necessary approvals for any works. Irrespective of the 

above, the Protective Provisions within the Order will provide the necessary 

protection to the Trust’s assets. 

2.2.3 In respect of Tim Bettany-Simmons Proof of Evidence (ref 5.2) table 3 below, 

indicates the periods of temporary canal closure envisaged over the 3.5 year 

project. The impacts on the navigation of the canal result from lifting 

operations over the canal and towpath and completing these operations 

safely, and from construction of abutments/piers etc in close proximity to the 

towpath. Via progressive engagement with the Trust, methods will be 

established that seek to mitigate any closure duration, and to schedule them 

to optimum periods of time, however the project will need to align canal 

closure and rail access in some cases, which may drive particular 
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requirements for canal closure which may not align with the Trust’s preferred 

schedule. It is my previous experience that the Trust will set in place suitable 

legal closure notices, but that the operation of the canal closure within the 

notice is flexible and temporary. I have previously had lookouts up and down 

stream so that we can establish there is a minimum of traffic on the waterway 

and can safely halt it, we can re-open the navigation as quickly as possible 

and indeed with optimum conditions have completed the closure and our 

works in such time that there has been no effect on the canal traffic. 

Table 3 – Anticipated schedule of canal restrictions 

Location Scope Schedule/Duration 

Huddersfield Broad 

Canal 

Install pipe bridge Overnight closure aligned to 

rail access 

Huddersfield Broad 

Canal 

Demolition of existing deck 3 week overall duration – 

temporary canal closures 

aligned to rail access. 
Huddersfield Broad 

Canal 

Install replacement decks 

New Top Lock Overhead line diversion 2 months with canal closure 

required whilst protective 

measures are installed and 

removed. 

Baker Viaduct Bailley Bridge 2 week abutment work – 

affects tow path. Temporary 

canal closure for bridge install 

only. 

Baker Viaduct Pier construction c.4 months – Towpath 

diverted. 

Baker Viaduct Steelwork installation c.1 week. Temporary canal 

closure for lifts over the canal 

only. 

Baker Viaduct Pre-cast deck installation c.2 week. Temporary canal 

closure for lifts over the canal 

only. 

Baker Viaduct Bailley Bridge 1 week abutment removal work 

– affects tow path. Temporary 

canal closure for bridge 

removal only. 
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2.3 Kirklees Council (OBJ 33) 

2.3.1 I understand that to achieve full highways compliance on the A62 would 

necessitate an increase in the highway level at the junction with Neptune 

Way of circa 300mm, the current design highway lifts in the area are already 

circa 400mm. There is a clear risk that with the potential requirement for 

additional retaining walls and a more extensive suite of utilities diversions, 

the disruption resulting from construction works in the area of the junction 

would be increased by a number of months. 
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2.4 HD1 Developments Ltd (OBJ 23) 

HD1 – Proposed Staircase: 

2.4.1 Without full proposals for the staircase and its foundations and the 

associated programme for these works, it is very difficult to confirm that the 

project can accommodate the staircase works without caveat. There are 

periods of work in the blockades when it would not be practicable for the 

staircase to be constructed, however there are opportunities before the 

project commences or following project completion or potentially whilst the 

project is ongoing – between blockades or post blockade 2 where the work 

could be accommodated. With the staircase as currently indicated (see 

Figure 3 below) the project can offer the commitment to working 

collaboratively with HD1 to agree suitable access arrangements, construction 

strategy, and a mutually acceptable programme for the staircase work. 

Figure 3 – Available detail for location of proposed stairs adjacent HD1 
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2.5 Taurus Investment (OBJ 34) 

2.5.1 Network Rail continue to work to the agreement of commitments with the 

objector. However, Network Rail is not able to provide all of the commitments 

sought by the objector in their evidence. 

•  Provision of equivalence in respect of replacement parking provision is 
not practicable during the construction work due to vehicle tracking. 
Figure 4 and 5 below indicate the temporary arrangement during 
construction and the permanent arrangement on completion of the 
project. During discussions with the Mamas and Papas it has been 

understood that the parking closer to Colne Bridge Road would be used 
in the temporary case. 

• Access to the front of the building (pedestrian and vehicular) will be 
maintained at all times albeit there will be stages when the access will be 
under traffic management/lights etc. For periods as outlined in my Proof 
of Evidence (NR//) access to the rear yard will not be possible due to the 
establishment of craneage, bridge installation and crane removal. 

• The agreement of timings in respect of landscaping and surfacing cannot 
be resolved at this stage in the project. Network Rail is willing to commit 
to progressive engagement. As soon as it is possible to confirm these 
timings, I understand that they will be discussed with the Objector and 
Mamas and Papas. 

Figure 4 – Arrangement during construction 
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Figure 5 Permanent arrangement on project completion 
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3. WITNESS DECLARATION 

3.1 Statement of declaration 

3.1.1 The named witness hereby declares as follows: 

(i) This proof of evidence includes all facts which I regard as being 

relevant to the opinions that I have expressed and that the Inquiry’s 

attention has been drawn to any matter which would affect the 

validity of that opinion. 

(ii) I believe the facts that I have stated in this proof of evidence 

are true and that the opinions expressed are correct. 

(iii) I understand my duty to the Inquiry to help it with matters within my 

expertise and I have complied  with that duty. 

 

 

19 October 2021 
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