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To: Councillors: Nancy Matthews, N. Phillips, Michael Priestly, 
Eryl Williams, Arwel Pierce, W. G. Roberts, Sharon Frobisher, 
Meirion Hughes and Alex Aldridge 
 
  
  
  

         nicola.gittins@flintshire.gov.uk 
Dear Sir / Madam 
 
A meeting of the NORTH WALES RESIDUAL WASTE JOINT COMMITTEE will be 
held in the SIAMBR ARFON, ARFON AREA OFFICE, PENRALLT, 
CAERNARFON, GWYNEDD, LL55 1BN on THURSDAY, 6 OCTOBER 2011 at 
10.30a.m. to consider the following items. 
 

Yours faithfully 
 

 
 

Democracy & Governance Manager 
 

A G E N D A 
 

1. APOLOGIES 
 
2. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
  
3. APPROVAL OF PREVIOUS MINUTES 
 
4. MATTERS ARISING FROM PREVIOUS MEETING 
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The Council welcomes correspondence in Welsh or English 
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5. PROGRESS REPORT (SO REPORT) 
 
6. RIR – RISK STATUS UPDATE (SP REPORT) 
 
7. COMMUNICATIONS UPDATE (SO REPORT) 
 
 LOCAL GOVERNMENT (ACCESS TO INFORMATION) ACT 1985 – TO 

CONSIDER THE EXCLUSION OF THE PRESS AND PUBLIC 
 The following item is considered to be exempt by virtue of Paragraph(s) 14 of 

Part 1 of Schedule 12A of the Local Government Act 1972 (as amended) 
 
8. WASTE FLOW MODEL REPORT (SP REPORT) 
 
9. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
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NORTH WALES RESIDUAL WASTE JOINT COMMITTEE 

 
Minutes of the meeting of the Joint Committee held in the Council Chamber, 

Bodlondeb, Conwy on Friday, 3 June 2011 at 10.30 am 
  
 PRESENT 
 Councillor Eryl Williams – Denbighshire County Council (Chair) 
 Councillor Mike Priestley – Conwy County Borough Council 
 Councillor Meirion Hughes – Conwy County Borough Council 
 Councillor Arwel Pierce – Gwynedd County Council 
 Councillor Sharon Frobisher – Denbighshire County Council 
 Councillor Neville Phillips – Flintshire County Council 
 Alex Aldridge – Commissioner for the Isle of Anglesey County Council 
  
 ALSO PRESENT 
 Conwy County Borough Council 
 Andrew Kirkham (Acting Corporate Director and Head of Financial 

Services) 
  
 Denbighshire County Council 
 Steve Parker (Head of Environment) 
  
 Gwynedd County Council 
 Dilwyn Williams (Corporate Director) 
  
 Flintshire County Council 
 Colin Everett (Chief Executive) 
 Kerry Feather (Head of Finance) 
 Louise Pedreschi (Solicitor) 
  
 Isle of Anglesey County Council 
 Arthur Owen (Corporate Director) 
 Meirion Edwards (Chief Waste Management Officer) 
  
 North Wales Residual Waste Treatment Project 
 Stephen Penny (Project Director) 
 Steffan Owen (Project Manager) 
  
11. APOLOGIES 
 Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Nancy Matthews 

(Flintshire County Council) and Barry Davies (Head of Legal and 
Democratic Services (Flintshire County Council)) 

  
12. MINUTES 
 The minutes of the meeting of the North Wales Residual Waste Joint 

Committee held on 25 March 2011 were submitted for approval. 
Alex Aldridge stated that he was present in his capacity as a 
Commissioner for the Isle of Anglesey County Council and not as a 
County Councillor for Flintshire County Council.  Mr Aldridge stated 
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that he should not be referred to as Councillor in any future minutes.  
 
Furthermore, Mr Aldridge had declared an interest at the last meeting 
as he was also a County Councillor for Flintshire County Council, a 
partner Local Authority for the NWRWTP. 
 
RESOLVED- 

That, subject to the above amendments, the minutes of the 
meeting of the North Wales Residual Waste Joint 
Committee held on 25 March 2011 be approved as a correct 
record.  

  
13. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST 
 Alex Aldridge, Commissioner for Isle of Anglesey, declared a personal 

interest as he was also a County Councillor for Flintshire County 
Council. 

  
14. PROGRESS REPORT 
  
 The Project Manager presented the progress report and stated that 

the project was progressing within budget and the final expenditure for 
2010/11 was £867,431.71 which equated to £173,486.43 per Local 
Authority.  
 
There were no major issues and an update with regard to minor 
issues in relation to the project activity was as follows:- 
 
 ID 32 – Heads of Terms (HoTs) had been signed. Following 

concerns by the relevant Highways Authority regarding the 
proposed site at Anglesey Aluminium discussions were on-going 
to resolve those issues.  A meeting had taken place with the 
landowner and it was hoped that all issues would be resolved by 
June 2011 

 ID 42 – Meetings had been held with the Welsh Government 
(WG) in relation to possible funding stream for rail related 
projects.  Feedback from Members on possible rail projects 
would be provided from the future NWRWTP workshops 

 ID 59 – Apart from the Project Agreement all Invitations to 
Participate in Dialogue (ITCD) documentation had been issued 

 ID 60 – Seven sessions had been held with participants to 
discuss waste transfer sites and waste related activities.  All the 
technical issues would need to be completed before the project 
could move forward to discuss the commercial issues 

 ID 61 – The latest waste flow figures had been issued and the 
waste flow model would be based on those latest figures.  A 
report on those waste flow figures would be presented at the 
next meeting of the NWRWTP 

 
In relation to the latest Westminster Government initiative to 
consider providing funding to Councils for a weekly bin collection 
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this would not affect Wales.  WG had their own powers to deal 
with waste collection and had given a clear indication that Wales 
would continue with a fortnightly collection.  If a weekly bin 
collection was put forward by WG solutions, such as lowering 
the capacity of bins, would need to be explored.    

 
 ID 70 – A report on Road/Rail Projects would be presented at a 

future meeting of the NWRWTP 
 ID 71 – There potentially would be an early indication of the 

price of the waste treatment solutions in August 2011 
 ID 78 – The second Inter Authority Agreement (IAA) would be 

commenced once the waste treatment solutions were known 
 
RESOLVED- 
 That the progress report for the project be noted. 

  
15. RIR – RISK STATUS UPDATE 
 The Project Director presented the Risk Register Report, which 

highlighted some of the amendments that had been made to reflect 
the current understanding of the risk and mitigation measures that are 
in place. 
 
A risk had been identified in relation to the WG consultation on the 
new sector plans for Collections, Infrastructure and Market Sector 
Plan and Food, Manufacture, Service and Retail Sector Plan.  Within 
the consultations reference is made to the possible introduction of a 
tax on waste to energy, although the documents acknowledge that at 
present WG did not have the power to do this.    Following a response 
from WG it was acknowledged that this reference to a tax on waste 
energy was not formal policy and is likely to be removed from the 
Plans.  However, until the final Sector Plans had been published this 
would remain a risk. 
 
Members had no matters to raise in relation to the risks outlined in 
appendix 1, and the changes made during the period as outlined in 
appendix 2. 
 
RESOLVED- 

That the updated risk register for the project be noted. 
  
16. COMMUNICATION UPDATE 
 The Project Manager updated Members with regard to the 

Communication matters concerning the NWRWTP.  
 
A press release had been issued announcing that the project was in 
discussion with Anglesey Aluminium regarding securing a portion of the 
site for the project.  A Members’ Newsletter had also been released with 
the same information. 
 
Members were presented with a draft consultation booklet for their 
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comment.  Once finalised the booklet would be printed and circulated 
to relevant locations such as Council Offices, libraries and leisure 
centres etc. 
 
Member Sessions would be held on Friday, 17 June 2011 at 2.00 pm 
in Bangor and on Wednesday, 29 June 2011 at 2.00 pm in St Asaph. 
As only a handful of Members had confirmed their attendance at the 
sessions it was suggested that an invitation reminder be sent out as 
soon as possible. 
 
Comments and answers to Member queries were as follows:- 
 
 Customer feedback had already been obtained, however, the 

consultation would provide the evidence needed to support any 
Planning Applications related to the Project.  Furthermore, a 
number of options would be provided for the Project and the 
consultation could influence the solution 

 The Workshop Sessions would be facilitated by the Project 
Manager, Project Director and John Twitchen of Sauce 
Consultancy 

 In relation to consulting the project the following options were 
suggested:- 
o Drop-in Sessions 
o Road shows at Supermarkets and Shopping Centres 
o Telephone Surveys 
o Workforce via the relevant partner Intranets 
o Workforce of Partner Organisations such as the Snowdonia 

National Park, North Wales Fire and Rescue Service, North 
Wales Police and Betsi Cadwaladr University Health Board 
via their websites 

 
In relation to concerns regarding Members’ predetermining a Planning 
Application through their role as an Elected Member, suitable advice 
should be given to Members at Workshops.  Furthermore, a letter 
should be sent with the consultation to Members.  Members should be 
reminded that if they used their role as a Local Electoral Division 
Member to voice their concerns publically this would be considered as 
pre-determination and therefore they would be debarred from any 
Planning Committee decision. 
 
RESOLVED- 

(a) That the circulation of the Press Release and Members’ 
Newsletter be noted. 

(b) That the consultation booklet be approved. 
(c) That a reminder invitation be circulated to Members 

regarding the Workshop Sessions. 
(d) That a letter be sent to all Members, with the consultation 

booklet, providing advice in relation to pre-determination. 
 

17. PROCUREMENT RAIL UPDATE 
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 To Project Director updated Members on the proposed approach for 
considering the potential adoption of rail as part of the NWRWTP 
solution within the procurement process.  
 
The Partnership made it clear to Participants, throughout the 
procurement process to date, that the Partnership wanted to explore 
the potential use of rail as part of any solution that may be developed 
for the Project.  
 
Following discussion within the project team, and its external legal 
advisors, a process was recommended that posed a low risk of 
challenge, and still enabled the Partnership to make a policy decision 
on whether it desired a road or rail based solution at the appropriate 
stage.  
 
In brief the process was:- 

 Invitation to Submit Detailed Solutions (ISDS) stage 
Participants required to submit fully developed road and rail 
solutions in September 2011 

 Partnership to asses both the submissions and decide on a 
road or rail solution at Joint NWRWTP Committee meeting to 
be held in October 2011. No participants would be de-selected 
at this stage 

 Participants informed of the Partnerships' decision (road or rail 
based solution) and given a further 3 weeks to refine their 
solution (via an Invitation to Submit refined solutions - ISRF) 

 Participants’ ISRF responses submitted in November 2011 with 
the Partnership making its decision on the two Participants to 
be taken through to the CFT stage in January 2012  

 The two stage process extended the procurement process by 
up to a period of 3 months, but it was the view of the project 
team that this additional stage was required to ensure rail can 
be appropriately considered 

 
The Project Director was confident that following an initial assessment 
regarding network access Participants would be able to deliver a rail 
submission.   Members were further advised that Anglesey Aluminium 
already had a rail head located at the site. 
 
 
 
 
RESOLVED- 

That the proposed procurement approach to enable the 
Partnership to determine its policy preference in relation to 
the use of road or rail as the basis for solutions be approved. 

  
18. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
  
 Members were advised that Friends of the Earth had issued a briefing 
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statement.  A response to that statement had been sent to ENTEC for 
their technical input.  The response would be sent to Members for 
their comment but a reply was required by the morning of Monday, 6 
June 2011 to enable the response to be issued by the afternoon of 
that day.    
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AGENDA ITEM NUMBER 5 
 
NORTH WALES RESIDUAL WASTE TREATMENT PROJECT  
PROGRESS REPORT 
 

  
 
Date : 6 October 2011 
 
Period: 26 May 2011 to 28 September 2011 
 
 
 
 
To procure a sustainable waste management solution for the 5 local 
authorities in North Wales (Conwy, Denbighshire, Flintshire, Gwynedd and 
Isle of Anglesey) that will assist with the reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions from landfill and will minimise the tonnage of waste residue sent to 
landfill thus ensuring that the authorities avoid Landfill Allowance Scheme 
(LAS) infraction penalties and meet National Waste Strategy targets. 
 
 
 
 
Overall Project 
Status 

 

Amber  Dialogue has been continuing with the three participants 
on legal, financial and technical matters.  The consultation 
process has progressed with various sessions held across 
the Partnership area for stakeholders and the public to 
discuss the project. 
 
Extension of time for ISDS submission requested by one 
participant to the timetable. 

 
Budget status  
Green Actual spend for this financial year up to 19/08/11 is 

£312,096. 
Profiled spend for this financial year up to 31/07/11 is 
£405,087. (Under profile by £92,991). 

 
 
Status Meaning 
Green There are no problems; all is progressing well and to plan 
Amber There are some minor/ less significant problems. Action is 

needed in some areas but other parts are progressing 

PROJECT STATUS 

PROJECT SUMMARY 

NORTH WALES RESIDUAL WASTE JOINT COMMITTEE 

 - 1 - 
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satisfactory 

Red There are significant problems and urgent and decisive 
action is needed. 

 
 
 
 
 
ID Activity RAG 

status
Comments Forecast Actual 

32 Option developed 
on second site 
that is capable of 
acceptance by 
Joint Committee 

Amber Verbal update by Project 
Director. 

May 
2011 

 

60 Identify issues 
with potential use 
of existing sites 
arising from ISOS 
submissions 

Green Extensive dialogue held 
with all bidders on sites. 
General agreement 
reached with each 
bidder.  
 

September 
2011 

Complete 

61 Liaise with 
technical officers 
on waste flows 
following 2010/11 
outturn data. 

Green Individual sessions held 
between Amec and the 
individual authorities to 
go through waste flow 
models in detail. 
Technical group session 
held to agree waste flow 
forecast. See item 8 on 
Agenda 

June 2011 Complete 

62 Procure advisors 
to plan and carry 
out consultation 
exercise on 
approach of 
partnership 

Amber Consultation process 
began in June 2011  

End Feb 
2011 

Complete 

63 Decide on 
engagement and 
facilitation 
support 

Amber Facilitation support used 
on an as and when 
required basis. Sauce 
Consultancy for 
specialist strategic 
advice and support. 

March 2011 Complete 

64 June Dialogue 
sessions 

Green Meetings with 
participants as part of 
competitive dialogue 
process 

June 2011 Complete 

65 July Dialogue 
sessions 

Green Meetings with 
participants as part of 
competitive dialogue 

July 2011 Complete 

PROJECT UPDATE – Activities due for completion 26th May 2011 to 28th September 
2011 (and highlighted longer term actions). 

 - 2 - 
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process 

66 August Dialogue 
sessions 

Green Meetings with 
participants as part of 
competitive dialogue 
process 

August 
2011 

Complete 

67 September 
Dialogue 
sessions 

Green Meetings with 
participants as part of 
competitive dialogue 
process 

September 
2011 

Complete 

68 Briefing pack 
provided to 
minerals and 
waste planning 
officers 

Green Briefing pack provided to 
Planning Officers 

June 2011 Complete 

69 Issue ISDS 
Waste Flow 
Model to 
participants 

Amber Following action 61 End of 
June 2011 

Complete 

70 Process for 
assessment of 
road / road-rail 
solutions to be 
determined 

Green Process for assessment 
of road/ rail solutions 
agreed. 

July 2011 Complete 

71 Project Team to 
receive early 
indications of 
content of 
potential ISDS 
submissions 
including pricing 
information etc 

Green To aid internal project 
team and partner 
authority Finance 
Officers such that there 
are no “surprises” when 
ISDS submissions are 
ultimately received. 

August 
2011 

Complete 

72 ISDS solutions to 
be submitted by 
participants 

Amber Verbal update by PD at 
meeting (see Appendix 
1 below for revised 
procurement timetable) 

Late 
January 
2012 

 

73 Assessment of 
ISDS 
submissions 

Amber Key information 
provided to Finance, 
Technical and Legal 
Officers prior to 
developing 
recommendations to 
Project Board and Joint 
Committee 

February 
2012 

 

74 Participants 
informed of 
partnership’s 
decisions on road 
/ road-rail, and 
invited to submit 

Amber As per revised 
procurement timetable 
(see Appendix 1) 

Early 
March 2012 

 

 - 3 - 
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refinements to 
their ISDS 
submissions in 
the light of 
decision 

75 Submission of 
Refined ISDS by 
participants 

Amber As per revised 
procurement timetable 
(see Appendix 1) 
 

Apr / May 
2012 

 

76 Refined ISDS 
submissions 
evaluated  

Amber As per revised 
procurement timetable 
(see Appendix 1) 
 

May / June 
2012 

 

77 Negotiation 
positions to be 
agreed by Project 
Board 

Green The PD will develop a 
number of “best” and 
“backstop” positions for 
approval by the Project 
Board, that will be used 
to take commercial 
positions within the 
procurement process  

July 2011 Complete 

78 The second IAA 
(IAA2) to be 
commenced 

Green This to commence once 
ISDS solutions are 
known (and the likely 
contract structures are 
more certain). Some 
preliminary discussions 
and development work 
to be carried out during 
summer 2011. 

November 
2011 

 

79 Partnership sites 
title information 
and related 
constraints 
gathered and 
identified  

Green Title information 
received. See action 82 
below. 

June 2011 Complete 

80 Project Team and 
Lead Legal 
Officer to meet 
with Estates to 
discuss any 
inconsistencies in 
the title 
information  
 

Green  4 October 
2011 

 

81 Additional period 
given for 
consultation 
responses 

Green Two weeks added to 
allow for last minute / 
late responses in the 
interest of including as 

7 October 
2011 
 

 

 - 4 - 
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 many responses as 

possible 
82 Full analysis of 

consultation 
responses 
 

Green Report to be drawn up 
showing results of 
consultation exercise 

October 
2011 

 

83 Report back to 
public and 
respondents with 
results of 
consultation  
 

Green TBC (see item 86 below) TBC  

84 Communication 
and engagement 
plan for next 12 
months 
 

Green Meeting organised with 
Project Team, Amec and 
Sauce Consultancy to 
plan communication and 
engagement going 
forward for the next 12 
months 

21 October 
2011 

 

85 Meet 
Environment 
Agency Wales to 
discuss technical 
issues arising 
from proposals 
 

Green  November 
2011 

 

86 Further dialogue 
sessions prior to 
ISDS 
submissions 
 

Green  December 
2011 

 

87 Financial and 
technical teams 
to be consulted 
on the road / rail 
assessment 
result prior to 
Project Board 
and Joint 
Committee 
 

Green  February 
2012  

 

90 Road / Rail 
assessment 
results to be 
presented to 
Project Board 
and Joint 
Committee 

Green  February / 
March 2012 

 

 

 - 5 - 
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KEY RISKS – See item 6 on this agenda. 

 
 

 - 6 - 
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Appendix 1 – Outline Procurement Timetable 
 
Key 
Joint Committee decision Individual partner authority decision WG Review / Decision 

 
Key Decision Points  

 
Stage 

 
Key dates Key decision Who 

Joint Committee - road/ rail March 2012 
 

Decision on road/ rail JC  (finance officers 
consulted ) 

Joint Committee ISDS de-selection 21/06/2012 
 

De-selection of 1 participant JC 

WG Readiness review  Sep to Oct 
2012 

Are all issues resolved before 
dialogue can be closed ? 

WG 

Joint Committee approve preferred bidder,  FBC and 
IAA2 

Feb 2013 
 

Preferred bidder, FBC and IAA2 JC 

Individual authority approve preferred bidder, FBC, IAA2 
& authority to proceed to Contract award approvals 

Feb to May 
2013 

Approved bidder, FBC, IAA2 & 
authority for JC to proceed to 
Contract award  

Partner authorities (cabinet, 
scrutiny, full council etc) 

Gateway review 3 – Investment Decision (WAG 
approval of FBC) 

May to June 
2013 

Approval of funding WG 

JC approval of Contract award  Aug 2013 Contract award JC 
Planning application submitted for key facility July 2013   
Planning determination July 2013 to 

March  2014 
 

Planning determination Host authority(s) planning 
and regulatory committees 
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  *Note original OBC full facility availability was estimated at September 2016 

Stage 
Updated timetable 

 

  from to 

ISDS submission   27/01/12 

Joint Committee - road/ rail   March 2012 
 

Submission of refined ISDS    30/03/2012 
 

Joint Committee ISDS de-selection   21/06/2012 
 

WG Readiness review (assessment of readiness to close dialogue)  14/09/2012 25/10/2012 
Submission of CFT     Jan2013 

 
JC approve preferred bidder & FBC   Feb 2013 

 
Individual authority approved bidder, FBC, IAA2 & authority to proceed to Contract award approvals  

 Feb2013 May 2013 
Approved bidder appointed   May 2013 

 
Gateway review 3 – Investment Decision (WG approval of FBC)  May 2013 June2013 
Commercial close   June 2013 

 
JC approval of Contract award    Jul-2013 

 
Contract Award   Aug 2013 

 
Planning application submitted for key facility   Jul 2013 

 
Planning Consent achieved   Mar 2014 

 
Construction period  Sep  2014 Dec 2016 
Commissioning  Dec 2016 Mar 2017 
Facility fully available    Mar 2017* 

 - 8 - 
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 6 

 
 
REPORT TO:  NWRWTP JOINT COMMITTEE 
 
DATE:  6 OCTOBER 2011 
 
REPORT BY:   PROJECT DIRECTOR 
 
SUBJECT:    RISK REGISTER REPORT 
 
 
1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
1.1. The members of the NWRWTP Joint Committee have requested that they 

are provided with an update of the risk register at each meeting of the 
Joint Committee. 

1.2. This report will highlight some of the amendments to the risk register that 
have been made to reflect the current understanding of risks and 
mitigation measures that are in place. 

 
2. BACKGROUND 
 
2.1. The Risk Register will require continual update throughout the project.  
 
3. CONSIDERATIONS 
 
3.1. There is one new risk identified this reporting period. 
 

 PS 12 (Planning and Permitting). The recent issue of the draft 
Collections, Infrastructure and Markets Sector Plan (CIM) by WG has led 
to uncertainty as to the status of the existing Regional Waste Plan 
(RWP).  The RWP may be given reduced weight in determination of a 
planning application for waste facilities if uncertainty remains over its 
status. The Project team and North Wales regional waste planning team 
are engaging with WG on this issue to ensure that the final issued 
version of Collections, Infrastructure and Markets Sector Plan (CIM) does 
not leave a planning "policy vacuum". 

 
3.2. There is a change to existing risk F2 (finance) this period (Procurement 

delays lead to increased procurement costs due to extended procurement 
process). This is due to request from participants and extension to the ISDS 
timetable given (approx 5 months). The new timetable will still be within 12 
month delay sensitivity produced for OBC.  

 
3.3. The Top 9 risks (after controls have been put in place) are shown in 

appendix 1. 
 
3.4. Risk TB4 closed as a duplicate of F2 
 
3.5. The changes this period are shown in appendix 2. 
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3.6. The risk register will continue to be reviewed by the Project Director and 

reported to the Project Board at future meetings. 
 
4. RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
4.1. That the Joint Committee note the updated risk register for the project.  
 
 
5. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.1. Not applicable 
 
 
6. ANTI-POVERTY IMPACT 
 
6.1.   None 
 
 
7. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
 
7.1.  Not applicable 
 
 
8. EQUALITIES IMPACT 
 
8.1.  Not applicable 
 
 
9. PERSONNEL IMPLICATIONS 
 
9.1. Not applicable 
 
 
10. CONSULTATION REQUIRED 
 
10.1. Not applicable 
 
 
11. CONSULTATION UNDERTAKEN 
 
11.1.  Not applicable 
 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACCESS TO INFORMATION ACT 1985 
 
Background Documents: 
 
None 
 

Contact Officer: Stephen Penny  NWRWTP 
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Appendix 1 Top (Red) risks and issues 
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Appendix 1 Top (Red) risks and issues (continued) 
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Appendix 1 Top (Red) risks and issues (continued) 
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Appendix 2 Headline Changes this Period  
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 7 

 
 
REPORT TO:  NWRWTP JOINT COMMITTEE 
 
DATE:  6 OCTOBER 2011 
 
REPORT BY:   PROJECT MANAGER 
 
SUBJECT:    COMMUNICATIONS UPDATE  
 
 
1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
1.1. To update the NWRWTP Joint Committee on communication matters 

concerning the North Wales Residual Waste Treatment Project 
(NWRWTP). 

 
2. BACKGROUND 
 
2.1. The Joint Committee has requested regular updates on communication 

matters relating to the NWRWTP. This report provides an update on 
progress to date. 
 

3. CONSIDERATIONS 
 
3.1. Consultation Exercise - Summary 

The consultation exercise has been on going since the Member sessions 
were held in June 2011. 
 
The closing date for consultation responses was Friday 23rd September, 
however the Project Team are including responses included for two weeks 
following this date in order to include as many responses as possible in 
the results. This was advertised in a press release that was issued on the 
16 September 2011. 
 
This means that a full report on the results of the consultation process will 
follow this report, however it was felt that an early indication of the results 
would be of benefit to the Joint Committee, therefore please note that the 
information below is an early indication and a summary of the results thus 
far only. 
 
Below is a brief list of the activities that have taken place:- 

 Two Member sessions were held (one “west” in Bangor, and one 
“east” in St Asaph) 

 “Drop in” sessions at each of the five partner authorities (where 
members of the public were able to have an informal discussion 
about the project) 

 Community Group sessions where various community groups etc 
were invited to attend a meeting to discuss the project and the 
consultation. 
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 2 interest group sessions where environmental / interest groups 

were invited to discuss the project (1 x east and 1 x west). 
 The consultation questionnaire can be complete on line, and project 

website has a consultation page. 
 The consultation has been advertised internally within the five 

partner authorities, including booklets distributed to Council Offices, 
libraries etc. 

 A telephone survey of the consultation questionnaire commissioned 
of 1,000 residents of the partnership area.  

 
Member sessions 
Two Member sessions were held on the 17th and 28th of June 2011. One 
“west” session in Bangor (Parc Menai), and one “east” session in St Asaph 
(Optic).  
 
General feedback from the sessions is that they were a success, in 
particular the aspect of the Members of partner authorities meeting 
together. Appendix 3 shows the attendance for both sessions, followed by 
a brief list of the questions that were asked during the sessions. 
 
 
Drop in sessions 
These were advertised in the local press / media through an advert in all 
the local press across the five authorities, together with a series of press 
releases. They were also advertised on the project website. As expected, 
turnout was low at the authorities where sites have not been mentioned as 
potentially hosting a facility. 

 Conwy  - 13 
 Gwynedd (Dolgellau and Bangor) - 6 
 Anglesey  - 23 
 Denbigh  - 6 
 Flintshire - 49 (27 at St David’s Park, 22 at Connah's Quay Town Council)  

 
Total attendance = 97 
 
Below is a brief summary of the discussions held at the sessions  

 Most of the discussions held were detailed, with some lasting over 
an hour. These were valuable and in depth discussions. 

 The vast majority left the sessions happier than when they arrived, 
although there was a number that even after the discussions were 
against certain proposals (e.g. EfW at Anglesey or EfW at Deeside 
Industrial Park) 

 In Gwynedd, Anglesey, Conwy and Denbighshire the vast majority 
of attendees were supportive of the project, and wanted to know 
more about it. 

 In Flintshire, there was a greater concern about the possibility of an 
“incinerator at Deeside”, mainly centred around health effects. 
There is a lack of trust in the permitting and licensing regime from 
those that were opposed. 

 It should be noted, though, that while a good number of the 
Flintshire drop in sessions’ attendees had concerns, it was by no 
means universal, and indeed a good proportion were either 
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supportive, or could recognise the arguments being made for both 
need, and why the site was being considered.  

 It did not come across at any of the sessions that there is a 
groundswell of opposition to the project.  

 
 
Community Group sessions 
 
The Community Group and interest group sessions were not well attended 
at all, with some sessions with one or two attendees. This is despite follow 
up calls to the invitees.  In total, 12 people attended 5 sessions. 
 
Overall, however, feedback was very positive at those sessions, with 
nearly all attendees supportive of the project. The sessions did, however, 
provide a good opportunity for detailed discussion, and also provided vital 
contacts for further consultation and engagement in the future. 
 
Summary of various “drop in” and community group sessions 
 
Overall, whilst the attendance at some of the various sessions was 
disappointing, the project team has learnt a great deal from the sessions, 
and has had detailed discussions with a good number of residents, and 
opened up further avenues for engaging (more community groups 
identified etc).  
 
The process has also highlighted the importance of a pro active 
engagement campaign throughout the procurement process, and it is clear 
that an informal detailed discussion with a resident has a far greater effect 
than more formal communications avenues (e.g. press releases etc) 

 
3.2. Press Coverage 

Face to face briefings were given to some of the local press during July in 
order to advertise the consultation process, and three press releases were 
issued during August and September advertising the drop in sessions and 
the closing date for consultation responses. There was reasonable press / 
media coverage during the consultation process and all the local press / 
media ran at least one story of some sort advertising the sessions 
(including BBC news website, Real Radio interview etc). Some ran a 
number of stories on the consultation. See appendix 2 below for some 
examples of the coverage. 
 

3.3. Consultation Questionnaire – indication of results 
In appendix 1 below are some graphs showing an early indication of the 
results thus far. The number of consultation responses received thus far is 
305 (162 booklets, 143 via the on line questionnaire). 
 

3.4. Communication and Engagement planning 
The Project Team have arranged a meeting with technical and 
communication advisors on 21 October 2011 to plan communication and 
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engagement going forward for the following 12 months. This will be put 
before the Joint Committee for approval once it is finalised. 

 
 
 
4. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
4.1. To note the content of this update report. 

 
5. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.1. Not applicable. 

 
6. ANTI-POVERTY IMPACT 
 
6.1.   Not applicable. 
 
7. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
 
7.1.  Not applicable. 
 
8. EQUALITIES IMPACT 
 
8.1.  Not applicable . 
 
9. PERSONNEL IMPLICATIONS 
 
9.1. Not applicable. 
 
10. CONSULTATION REQUIRED 

 
10.1. See above. 
 
11. CONSULTATION UNDERTAKEN 
 
11.1. Not applicable. 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACCESS TO INFORMATION ACT 1985 
 
Background Documents: 
 
None 
 
Contact Officer: Steffan Owen  NWRWTP 
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Appendix 1 Graphs of results of consultation process thus far 
 

To what extent do you support or oppose a policy of sending virtually no waste to landfill in North 
Wales?
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Do you support the use of rail if possible?
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To what extent do you support the use of rail is possilbe?
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Appendix 2 – Examples of some of the press coverage 
 

 
The Flintshire Leader – Thursday, 7 July 2011 
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Daily Post – Monday 11 July 2011 
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BBC News Wales Website– 9 July 2011 

 
 BBC News Wales Website– 5 August 2011
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Appendix 3 – attendance at the June 2011 Member sessions, and a list of 
the questions asked at the sessions. 

 
 

Friday 17th June 2pm 
Ty Menai (Formerly Technium 

CAST) Parc Menai , Bangor 
 

Attended  

Cynghorydd RH Wyn Williams (G)  
Councillor Gail Hall (C)  
Councillor Robert Llewelyn Jones (A)  
Councillor Ioan Thomas (G)  
Councillor Eurfryn Davies (A)  
Councillor Goronwy Parry (A)  
Councillor Peter Rogers (A)  
Councillor Edward T Dogan  
Cynghorydd Eric M Jones (G)  
Cynghorydd Gwilym Williams (G)  
Councillor Ian Jenkins (C)  
Councillor Mike Rayner (C)  
Councillor Alwyn Gruffydd (G)  
Councillor John Wynn Jones (G)  
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Tuesday 28th June 9.30am 
Optic Technium, St. Asaph 

Attended   

Councillor Carolyn Thomas (F)  
Councillor Jim Falshaw (F)  
Councillor Brian Cossey (C)  
Councillor Nancy Matthews (F)  
Councillor Huw Jones (D)  
Councillor Christine Jones (C)  
Councillor Eng. Klaus Armstrong-Braun (F)  
Councillor Christine Evans (D)  
Councillor Dave Mackie (F)  
Councillor Doreen Mackie (F)  
Councillor Susan Shotter (C)  
Councillor Dewi Owens (D)  
Councillor Eric Owen (F)   
Councillor Robin Baker (F)  
Councillor Mrs MC Doyle (C)  
Councillor William Knightly (C) (poss)  
Councillor Mike Priestley (C)  
Councillor Chris Bithell (F)  
Councillor Ronald Peacock (C)  
Councillor John Bevan (C)  
Councillor Geoff Corry (C)  
Councillor Andrew Hinchliff (C)  
Councillor Keith Marshall (G)   
Councillor Dennis Hutchinson (F)  
Councillor Aaron Shotton (F)  
Councillor David Cox (F)  
Councillor Raymond Hughes (F)  
Councillor Neville Phillips (F)  
Councillor Colin Legg (F)  
Councillor Gwilym Charles Evans (D)  
Councillor Cefyn Henry Williams (D)   
Councillor Huw Jones (D)  
Councillor Michael John Eckersley (D)   
Councillor AM Khan (C) (poss)  
Councillor Grenville James (F)  
Councillor Bill Cowie (D)  
Councillor Ken Stone (D) – Town Council 
(Mayor of Kinmel Bay & Towyn) 

 
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Questions Raised  
 
17 June 2011 

 What percentage of waste will be sent to recovery? 
 

 Does this solve the landfill problem? 
 

 Is there enough waste for the facility? 
 

 How will the £600 million be allocated across the local authorities, will there 
be a penalty if we miss the minimum tonnage? Will we have to divert 
recycling to energy recovery? 
 

 How much energy will it produce and what are the emissions? 
 

 Keep Wales tidy - take it to England! But I do understand, there is economic 
benefit in doing it here,  but why can’t we do it ourselves, employ a Welsh 
company?  
 

 What are the problems with the gateway to the EU, will we see waste 
imported? 
 

 Corks used to be made out of cork, now they are not which is bad for cork 
trees. Now we have this waste that we didn’t have – what can be done? 
 

 Will it all be taken by rail? e.g. Gwynedd  
 

 Will there be a mobile visitor centre? 
 

 Are we creating something we don’t need?  
 
 
28 June 2011 

 From the seven bids received at ISOS, were there any alternatives to 
energy from waste? 

 How can new technologies ever develop if we can’t select one and back it? 

 Has the timescale slipped? 

 I have been bombarded by information from Friends of the Earth, are their 
claims correct? 

 How sound is the technology and how tried and tested is it? 

 Why not Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT)? 

 Will there be compensation if you don’t fill the facility? 

 Germany re-uses residual waste from energy from waste – will we? 

 What happens if there is not enough waste? 
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 What about legislation affecting commercial waste collectors, is it the 

same/are there targets? 

 Public need to be convinced that we need this, they need information – 
what’s being done? 

 It’s not really technology neutral, we were supposed to be technology 
neutral, are councillors finding out about this change in position when it’s 
already too late? 

 Where are the sites? 

 Will it be transboundary? Will commercial waste come from outside Wales? 

 What about Wrexham, will they be involved in this? 

 Will people be happy to accept the facility near them? 
 



FLINTSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
EXEMPT INFORMATION SHEET 
 
 
COMMITTEE: NWRWTP Joint Committee     
 
DATE: 6 October, 2011        
 
AGENDA ITEM NO: 8   
 
REPORT OF: Project Director   
 
 
SUBJECT: Waste Flow Model Update   
 
 
The Report on this item is NOT FOR PUBLICATION because of exempt information in 
accordance with the following section(s) or paragraph(s) of Schedule 12A of the Local 
Government Act 1972: 
 Para 

Information relating to a particular individual * 12 [ ] 
Information likely to reveal the identity of an individual * 13 [ ] 
Information relating to financial/business affairs of a particular person * 
See Note 1 

14 [9] 

Information relating to consultations/negotiations on labour relations 
matter * 

15 [    ] 

Legal professional privilege 16 [ ] 
Information revealing the authority proposes to: 
(a) give a statutory notice or 
(b) make a statutory order/direction * 

 
 

17 
 
[    ] 

Information on prevention/investigation/prosecution of crime * 18 [    ] 

For Standards Committee meetings only: Sec 

Information subject to obligations of confidentiality 18A [    ] 
Information relating to national security 18B [    ] 
The deliberations of a Standards Committee in reaching a finding 18C [    ] 

Confidential information which the Council is not permitted to disclose 100A
(3) 

[    ] 

 
PLEASE TICK APPROPRIATE BOX 

* Means exempt only if the public interest in maintaining the exemption outweighs the public 
interest in disclosing the information. 
 
Note 1: Information is not exempt under paragraph 14 if such information is required to be 
registered under Companies Act 1985, the Friendly Societies Acts of 1974 and 1992, the 
Industrial and Provident Societies Act 1965 to 1978, the Building Societies Act 1986 or the 
Charities Act 1993. 



SCHEDULE 12A LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 
EXEMPTION FROM DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS 

 
 

REPORT: Waste Flow Model Update 
 

 

AUTHOR: Project Director 
 

 

MEETING AND DATE OF MEETING: NWRWTP Joint Committee  
6 October, 2011 
 

 

 
I have considered grounds for exemption of information contained in the report 
referred to above and make the following recommendation to the Proper Officer:- 
 

Exemptions applying to the report: 
 Paragraph 14  
 
 Factors in favour of disclosure:  
 Transparency 
 
 Prejudice which would result if the information were disclosed:  
 The report contains information which if disclosed at the present time could 

prejudice a fair bidding process. 
  
 My view on the public interest test is as follows:  
 On balance, at the present time it is not in the public interest to make the 

information publicly available. 
 
 Recommended decision on exemption from disclosure:  
 Exempt from disclosure 
 
 Date: 28 September, 2011 

Signed:      

 
 Post: Team Manager – Committee Services 
 
 
I accept the recommendation made above. 
 

 
______________________________ 
                   Proper Officer 
 
Date: 28 September, 2011 



                          
 
Barry Davies LL.B (Hons)  
Solicitor/Cyfreithiwr  
Head of Legal and Democratic Services  
Pennaeth Gwasanaethau Cyfreithiol a  
Democrataidd 
 
 

  

CS/NG 

28 Medi, 2011  

Nicola Gittins 

01352 702345

I: Cynghorwyr: Nancy Matthews, N. Phillips, Michael Priestly, 
Eryl Williams, Arwel Pierce, W. G. Roberts, Sharon Frobisher, 
Meirion Hughes a Alex Aldridge 
 
  
  
  

         nicola.gittins@flintshire.gov.uk 
Annwyl Syr / Fadam 
 
Cynhelir CYFARFOD CYD-BWYLLGOR GWASTRAFF GWEIDDILLIOL GOGLEDD 
CYMRU yn SIAMBR ARFON, SWYDDFA ARDAL ARFON, PENRALLT, 
CAERNARFON, GWYNEDD, LL55 1BN ar DYDD IAU, 6 HYDREF, 2011 am 
10.30y.b. i drafod y materion canlynol. 
 

Yr eiddoch yn gywir 
 

 
 

Rheolwr Democratiaeth a Rheolaeth  
 

A G E N D A 
 

1. YMDDIHEURIADAU 
 
2. DATGAN DIDDORDEB 
  
3. CYMERADWYO COFNODION BLAENOROL 
 
4. MATERION YN CODI O’R CYFARFOD BLAENOROL 
 
 

County Hall, Mold. CH7 6NA 
Tel. 01352 702400 DX 708591 Mold 4 

www.flintshire.gov.uk 
Neuadd y Sir, Yr Wyddgrug. CH7 6NR 
Ffôn 01352 702400 DX 708591 Mold 4 

www.siryfflint.gov.uk 
The Council welcomes correspondence in Welsh or English 

Mae'r Cyngor yn croesawau gohebiaeth yn y Cymraeg neu'r Saesneg 
 

http://www.flintshire.gov.uk/
http://www.siryfflint.gov.uk/


 
5. ADRODDIAD CYNYDD (ADRODDIAD SO) 
 
6. RIR – DIWEDDARIAD STATWS RISG (ADRODDIAD SP) 
 
7. DIWEDDARIAD CYFATHREBU (ADRODDIAD SO) 
 
 DEDDF LLYWODRAETH LEOL (MYNEDIAD AT WYBODAETH) 1985 – I 

GYSIDRO EITHRIO’R WASG A’R CYHOEDD 
 Mae’r eitem isod yn cael ei gysidro fel eitem i’w eithrio dan paragraff(au) 1 o 

Rhan 1 o Atodlen 12A o Ddeddf Llywodraeth Lleol 1972 (fel a ddiwygwyd) 
 
8. ADRODDIAD MODEL LLIF GWASTRAFF (ADRODDIAD SP) 
 
9. UNRHYW FATER ARALL 
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CYD BWYLLGOR GWASTRAFF GWEDDILLIOL GOGLEDD CYMRU 

 
Cofnodion cyfarfod y Cyd Bwyllgor a gynhaliwyd yn Siambr y Cyngor, 
Bodlondeb, Conwy ar ddydd Gwener, 3 Mehefin 2011 am 10.30 am 

  
 PRESENNOL 
 Cynghorydd Eryl Williams – Cyngor Sir Ddinbych (Cadeirydd) 
 Cynghorydd Mike Priestley – Cyngor Bwrdeistref Sirol Conwy 
 Cynghorydd Meirion Hughes – Cyngor Bwrdeistref Sirol Conwy 
 Cynghorydd Arwel Pierce – Cyngor Gwynedd 
 Cynghorydd Sharon Frobisher – Cyngor Sir Ddinbych 
 Cynghorydd Neville Phillips – Cyngor Sir y Fflint 
 Alex Aldridge – Comisiynydd Cyngor Sir Ynys Môn 
  
 HEFYD YN BRESENNOL 
 Cyngor Bwrdeistref Sirol Conwy 
 Andrew Kirkham (Cyfarwyddwr Corfforaethol Gweithredol a 

Phennaeth Gwasanaethau Cyllid) 
  
 Cyngor Sir Ddinbych 
 Steve Parker (Pennaeth Amgylchedd) 
  
 Cyngor Gwynedd 
 Dilwyn Williams (Cyfarwyddwr Corfforaethol) 
  
 Cyngor Sir y Fflint 
 Colin Everett (Prif Weithredwr) 
 Kerry Feather (Pennaeth Cyllid) 
 Louise Pedreschi (Cyfreithwraig) 
  
 Cyngor Sir Ynys Môn 
 Arthur Owen (Cyfarwyddwr Corfforaethol) 
 Meirion Edwards (Prif Swyddog Rheoli Gwastraff) 
  
 Prosiect Triniaeth Gwastraff Gweddilliol Gogledd Cymru 
 Stephen Penny (Cyfarwyddwr y Prosiect) 
 Steffan Owen (Rheolwr y Prosiect) 
  
11. YMDDIHEURIADAU 
 Derbyniwyd ymddiheuriadau am absenoldeb oddi wrth y Cynghorydd 

Nancy Matthews (Cyngor Sir y Fflint) a Barry Davies (Pennaeth 
Gwasanaethau Cyfreithiol a Democrataidd (Cyngor Sir y Fflint)) 

  
12. COFNODION 
 Cyflwynwyd cofnodion cyfarfod y Cyd Bwyllgor Gwastraff Gweddilliol 

Gogledd Cymru a gynhaliwyd ar 25 Mawrth 2011 i’w cymeradwyo. 
Nododd Alex Aldridge ei fod yn bresennol yn rhinwedd ei swydd fel 
Comisiynydd i Gyngor Sir Ynys Môn ac nid fel Cynghorydd Sir i 
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Gyngor Sir y Fflint.  Dywedodd Mr Aldridge na ddylid cyfeirio ato fel 
Cynghorydd mewn unrhyw gofnodion i’r dyfodol.  
 
Ymhellach, roedd Mr Aldridge wedi datgan diddordeb yn y cyfarfod 
diwethaf gan ei fod hefyd yn Gynghorydd Sir i Gyngor Sir y Fflint, 
Awdurdod Lleol partner i’r PTGGGC. 
 
PENDERFYNWYD- 

Yn destun i’r diwygiadau uchod, bod cofnodion cyfarfod y 
Cyd Bwyllgor Gwastraff Gweddilliol Gogledd Cymru a 
gynhaliwyd ar 25 Mawrth 2011 gael eu cymeradwyo fel 
cofnod cywir.  

  
13. DATGAN DIDDORDEB 
 Datganodd Alex Aldridge, Comisiynydd i Gyngor Sir Ynys Môn, 

ddiddordeb personol gan ei fod hefyd yn Cynghorydd Sir i Gyngor Sir 
y Fflint. 

  
14. ADRODDIAD CYNNYDD 
  
 Cyflwynodd y Rheolwr Prosiect adroddiad cynnydd  a nododd fod y 

prosiect yn symud ymlaen o fewn ei gyllideb a bod y gwariant terfynol 
ar gyfer 2010/11 yn £867,431.71 a oedd yn cyfateb i £173,486.43 
fesul Awdurdod Lleol.  
 
Nid oedd unrhyw broblemau mawr a rhoddodd ddiweddariad ynghylch 
mân faterion yng ngweithgaredd y prosiect fel a ganlyn:- 
 
• ID 32 – Penawdau’r telerau (HoTs) wedi’u llofnodi. Yn dilyn 

pryderon gan yr Awdurdod Priffyrdd priodol ynghylch y safle 
arfaethedig yn Alwminiwm Môn roedd trafodaethau yn mynd yn 
eu blaen i ddatrys y materion hynny. Cafwyd cyfarfod gyda’r 
perchennog tir a gobeithid y byddai’r holl faterion wedi eu datrys 
erbyn Mehefin 2011 

• ID 42 – Cafwyd cyfarfodydd gyda Llywodraeth Cymru (LlC) yng 
nghyswllt ffrwd ariannu bosib ar gyfer prosiectau cysylltiedig á’r 
rheilffordd. Byddai adborth gan Aelodau ar brosiectau rheilffordd 
posib yn cael eu darparu i weithdai PTGGGC i’r dyfodol 

• ID 59 – Heblaw am y Cytundeb Prosiect roedd yr holl 
ddogfennaeth Gwahoddiadau i Gyfranogi mewn Deialog (ITCD) 
wedi eu hanfon 

• ID 60 – Cafwyd saith sesiwn gyda chyfranogwyr i drafod 
safleoedd trosglwyddo gwastraff a gweithgareddau cysylltiedig â 
gwastraff.  Byddai angen cwblhau’r holl faterion technegol cyn y 
gallai’r prosiect symud ymlaen i drafod y materion masnachol 

• ID 61 – Roedd ffigyrau diweddaraf llif gwastraff wedi eu 
cyhoeddi a byddai’r model llif gwastraff yn cael ei seilio ar y 
ffigyrau diweddaraf hynny. Byddai adroddiad ar y ffigyrau llif 
gwastraff hynny’n cael ei gyflwyno yng nghyfarfod nesaf y 
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PTGGGC. 

 
Yng nghyswllt y fenter ddiweddaraf  gan Lywodraeth San 
Steffan i gysidro ddarparu arian i Gynghorau ar gyfer casglu 
biniau’n wythnosol, ni fyddai hyn yn effeithio ar Gymru. Roedd 
gan LlC ei phwerau ei hun i ddelio â chasglu gwastraff ac roedd 
wedi rhoi arwydd clir y byddai Cymru’n parhau â chasgliad bob 
pythefnos. Petai casglu biniau’n wythnosol yn cael ei roi ymlaen 
gan LlC, byddai angen meddwl am ddatrysiadau fel lleihau 
cynhwysedd biniau. 

 
• ID 70 – Adroddiad ar Brosiectau Ffyrdd/Rheilffyrdd yn cael ei 

gyflwyno yng nghyfarfod o’r PTGGGC yn y dyfodol. 
• ID 71 – Byddai’n bosib y bydd arwydd cynnar o bris y 

datrysiadau trin gwastraff ar gael yn Awst 2011 
• ID 78 – Byddai’r ail Gytundeb Rhyng Awdurdod  (IAA) yn 

cychwyn unwaith yr oedd y datrysiadau trin gwastraff yn hysbys 
 
PENDERFYNWYD- 
 Nodi’r adroddiad cynnydd ar gyfer y prosiect. 

  
15. RIR – DIWEDDARIAD STATWS RISG 
 Cyflwynodd y Cyfarwyddwr y Prosiect yr Adroddiad Cofrestr Risg, a 

oedd yn  amlygu rhai o’r diwygiadau a wnaethpwyd i adlewyrchu’r 
ddealltwriaeth bresennol o risg a’r mesurau lliniaru sydd yn eu lle. 
 
Dynodwyd risg yng nghyswllt ymgynghoriad LlC ar y cynlluniau sector 
newydd ar gyfer Cynllun Sector Casgliadau, Seilwaith, a Marchnad, a 
Chynllun Sector Bwyd, Gwasanaethau a Manwerthu. O fewn yr 
ymgynghoriadau, cyfeirir at gyflwyniad posib treth ar wastraff i ynni, er 
bod y dogfennau’n cydnabod nad oes gan LlC presennol y pŵer i 
wneud hyn. Yn dilyn ymateb gan LlC cydnabuwyd fod nad oedd y 
cyfeiriad hwn at dreth ar ynni gwastraff yn bolisi ffurfiol ac y byddai’n 
debygol o gael ei ddileu o’r Cynlluniau. Fodd bynnag, hyd nes y bo’r 
Cynlluniau Sector terfynol yn cael eu cyhoeddi, byddai’n parhau’n risg.
 
Nid oedd gan Aelodau unrhyw faterion i godi yng nghyswllt y risgiau a 
amlinellwyd yn atodiad 1, na’r newidiadau a wnaethpwyd yn y cyfnod 
fel yr amlinellwyd yn atodiad 2. 
 
PENDERFYNWYD- 

Nodi’r gofrestr risg wedi’i diweddaru ar gyfer y prosiect. 
  
16. DIWEDDARIAD CYFATHREBU 
 Rhoddodd Rheolwr y Prosiect ddiweddariad i Aelodau yng nghyswllt 

materion Cyfathrebu PTGGGC.  
 
Cyhoeddwyd datganiad i’r wasg yn cyhoeddi fod y prosiect mewn 
trafodaethau ag Alwminiwm Môn ynghylch sicrhau rhan o’r safle i’r 
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prosiect. Hefyd cyhoeddwyd Newyddlen Aelodau gyda’r un 
wybodaeth. 
 
Cyflwynwyd llyfryn ymgynghori drafft i Aelodau am sylwadau. Unwaith 
y bydd wedi ei orffen, bydd y llyfryn yn cael ei argraffu a’i gylchu i 
leoliadau perthnasol fel Swyddfeydd Cyngor, llyfrgelloedd, 
canolfannau hamdden ayb. 
 
Byddai Sesiynau Aelodau’n cael eu cynnal ar Ddydd Gwener, 17 
Mehefin 2011 am 2.00 pm ym Mangor a Dydd Mercher 29 Mehefin 
2011 am 2.00 pm yn Llanelwy. Gan mai dim ond llond dwrn o 
Aelodau oedd wedi cadarnhau eu presenoldeb yn y sesiynau, 
awgrymwyd anfon nodyn atgoffa gwahoddiad cyn gynted â phosib. 
 
Roedd sylwadau ac atebion i ymholiadau Aelodau fel a ganlyn:- 
 
• Eisoes cafwyd adborth cwsmeriaid, fodd bynnag byddai’r 

ymgynghoriad yn rhoi’r dystiolaeth sydd ei hangen i gefnogi 
unrhyw Geisiadau Cynllunio sy’n ymwneud â’r Prosiect. 
Ymhellach, byddai sawl opsiwn yn cael ei gynnig i’r Prosiect a 
gallai’r ymgynghoriad ddylanwadu ar y datrysiad 

• Byddai’r Sesiynau gweithdy’n cael eu hwyluso gan Reolwr y 
Prosiect, Cyfarwyddwr y Prosiect a John Twitchen o Sauce 
Consultancy 

• Yng nghyswllt ymgynghori, awgrymwyd yr opsiynau canlynol:- 
o Sesiynau Galw Heibio 
o Sioeau ffordd mewn Archfarchnadoedd a Chanolfannau 

Siopa 
o Arolygon Ffôn 
o Gweithlu trwy ryngrwyd i bartneriaid perthnasol 
o Gweithlu Sefydliadau Partner fel Parc Cenedlaethol Eryri, 

Gwasanaeth Tân ac Achub Gogledd Cymru, Heddlu 
Gogledd Cymru, a Bwrdd Iechyd Prifysgol Betsi Cadwaladr 
trwy eu gwefannau 

 
Yng nghyswllt pryderon am Aelodau’n cyn-benderfynu Cais Cynllunio 
drwy eu rôl fel Aelod Etholedig, dylid rhoi cyngor priodol i Aelodau yn 
y gweithdai. Ymhellach, dylid anfon llythyr gyda’r ymgynghoriad i 
Aelodau.  Dylid atgoffa Aelodau os ydynt yn defnyddio’u rôl fel Aelod 
Adran Etholiadol leol i leisio eu pryderon yn gyhoeddus, byddai hyn yn 
cael ei ystyried fel cyn-benderfyniad ac felly buasent yn cael eu 
gwahardd o unrhyw benderfyniad pwyllgor Cynllunio. 
 
PENDERFYNWYD- 

(a) Nodi cylchu’r Datganiad i’r Wasg a Newyddlen Aelodau. 
(b) Cymeradwyo’r llyfryn ymgynghoriad. 
(c) Anfon gwahoddiad i atgoffa Aelodau am y Sesiynau 

Gweithdy. 
(d) Anfon llythyr at yr holl Aelodau, gyda’r llyfryn 
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ymgynghoriad, yn rhoi cyngor iddynt o’u gweithredoedd 
yng nghyswllt cyn-benderfynu. 

 
17. DIWEDDARIAD CAFFAEL RHEILFFYRDD 
 Diweddarodd y Cyfarwyddwr y Prosiect yr Aelodau ar y dull 

arfaethedig o ystyried mabwysiadu posib rheilffyrdd fel rhan o'r 
datrysiad PTGGGC yn y broses gaffael.  
 
Mae’r Bartneriaeth wedi ei gwneud yn glir i Gyfranogwyr, drwy gydol y 
broses gaffael hyd yma, fod y Bartneriaeth eisiau archwilio defnydd 
posib rheilffyrdd fel rhan  o unrhyw ddatrysiad y gellir ei ddatblygu ar 
gyfer y Prosiect.  
 
Yn dilyn trafodaeth yn y tîm prosiect, a’i gynghorwyr cyfreithiol allanol, 
argymhellwyd proses sy’n rhoi risg isel o herio, ac sy’n dal i alluogi’r 
Bartneriaeth i wneud penderfyniad polisi ar p’un a yw’n dymuno 
datrysiad seiliedig ar ffyrdd neu reilffyrdd ar y cam priodol.  
 
Yn fyr y broses oedd:- 

• Y cam Gwahoddiad i Gyflwyno Atebion Manwl (ISDS) yn ei 
gwneud yn ofynnol i Gyfranogwyr gyflwyno datrysiadau ffyrdd a 
rheilffyrdd wedi’u datblygu’n llawn ym Medi 2011 

• Partneriaeth i asesu’r cyflwyniadau a phenderfynu ar 
ddatrysiad ffyrdd neu reilffyrdd yng nghyfarfod y Cydbwyllgor 
PTGGGC a gynhelir yn Hydref 2011. Ni fyddai unrhyw 
gyfranogydd yn cael ei ddad-ddethol ar y cam hwn 

• Hysbysu Cyfranogwyr o benderfyniad y Bartneriaeth (datrysiad 
seiliedig ar ffyrdd neu reilffyrdd) a rhoi 3 wythnos arall iddynt 
fireinio eu datrysiad (trwy Wahoddiad i Gyflwyno datrysiadau 
wedi’u mireinio - ISRF) 

• Ymatebion ISRF y cyfranogwyr yn cael eu cyflwyno yn 
Nhachwedd 2011 gyda’r Bartneriaeth yn gwneud ei 
benderfyniad ar y ddau Gyfranogydd i fynd drwodd i’r cam CFT 
yn Ionawr 2012  

• Mae’r broses dau gam yn ymestyn y broses gaffael gan hyd at 
3 mis, ond barn y tîm prosiect oedd bod angen y cam 
ychwanegol hwn i sicrhau y gellir ystyried y rheilffordd yn 
briodol 

 
Roedd y Cyfarwyddwr y Prosiect yn hyderus yn dilyn asesiad 
cychwynnol ynghylch mynediad rhwydwaith y byddai’r Cyfranogwyr yn 
medru cyflenwi cyflwyniad rheilffordd. Cynghorwyd  Aelodau 
ymhellach fod gan Alwminiwm Môn derfynfa rheilffordd wedi’i leoli ar y 
safle. 
 
PENDERFYNWYD- 

Cymeradwyo’r dull caffael arfaethedig er mwyn galluogi’r 
Bartneriaeth i benderfynu ei bolisi dewisol yng nghyswllt 
defnyddio’r ffyrdd neu’r rheilffyrdd fel y sail ar gyfer y 
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datrysiadau 

  
18. UNRHYW FATER ARALL 
  
 Cynghorwyd Aelodau fod Cyfeillion y Ddaear wedi cyhoeddi datganiad 

briffio. Roedd ymateb i’r datganiad hwnnw wedi ei anfon at  ENTEC 
am ei fewnbwn technegol. Byddai’r ymateb yn cael ei anfon at  
Aelodau am sylwadau ond rodd angen ateb erbyn Dydd Llun, 6 
Mehefin 2011 er mwyn galluogi’r ymateb i gael ei anfon erbyn 
prynhawn y diwrnod hwnnw.    
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EITEM AGENDA RHIF 5EITEM AGENDA RHIF 5 
 
ADRODDIAD CYNNYDD CYDBWYLLGOR GWASTRAFF GWEDDILLIOL 
GOGLEDD CYMRU 
 

  
 
Dyddiad: 6 Hydref 2011 
 
Cyfnod: 26 Mai 2011 i 28 Medi 2011 
 
 
 
 
I gaffael datrysiad rheoli gwastraff cynaliadwy i’r 5 awdurdod lleol yng 
Ngogledd Cymru  (Conwy, Sir Ddinbych, Sir y Fflint, Gwynedd ac Ynys Môn) 
a fydd yn cynorthwyo â lleihau allyriadau nwyon tŷ gwydr o dirlenwi ac yn  
lleihau’r tunelledd o weddillion gwastraff a anfonir i dirlenwi a thrwy hynny 
sicrhau fod yr awdurdodau’n osgoi'r cosbau tordyletswydd Cynllun Lwfans 
Tirlenwi (LAS) a chwrdd â thargedau’r Strategaeth Wastraff Genedlaethol. 
 
 
 
 
Statws 
Cyffredinol y 
Prosiect 

 

Ambr Mae deialog wedi bod yn parhau gyda’r tri ymgeiswyr ar 
faterion cyfreithiol, ariannol a thechnegol. Mae’r broses 
ymgynghori wedi bwrw ymlaen gyda nifer o seiynau 
wedi’w gynnal ar hyd ardal y Bartneriaeth er mwyn i 
hapddalwyr a’r cyhoedd gael cyfle i drafod y prosiect. 
 
Un o’r ymgeiswyr wedi gofyn am estyniad i’r amserlen. 
 

 
Statws Cyllideb  
Gwyrdd Gwariant y flwyddyn ariannoll hon hyd at 19/08/11 yw 

£312,096. 
 
Gwariant y flwyddyn ariannoll hon wedi’w brofflio hyd at 
31/07/11 yw £405,087 (dan broffil o £92,991). 
 

 
 
Statws Ystyr 
Gwyrdd Nid oes unrhyw broblemau; popeth yn mynd ymlaen yn 

STATWS Y PROSIECT 

CRYNODEB Y PROSIECT 

CYDBWYLLGOR GWASTRAFF GWEDDILLIOL GOGLEDD CYMRU 
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dda ac i’r cynllun dda ac i’r cynllun 

Ambr Mae rhai problemau bach / llai. Mae angen gweithredu 
mewn rhai meysydd ond mae rhannau eraill yn bwrw 
ymlaen yn foddhaol 

Coch Mae problemau sylweddol a rhai brys ac mae angen 
gweithredu pendant. 

 
 
 
 
 
ID Gweithgaredd Statws 

RAG 
Sylwadau Rhagolwg Gwirioneddol

32 Opsiwn wedi’i 
ddatblygu ar ail 
safle sydd â’r 
gallu i’w dderbyn 
gan y Cyd 
Bwyllgor 

Ambr Diweddariad ar lafar 
gan Gyfarwyddwr y 
Prosiect 

Mai 
2011 

 

60 Dynodi materion 
â defnydd posib 
o safleoedd 
presennol sy’n 
codi o 
gyflwyniadau 
ISOS 

Gwyrdd Deialog eang wedi ei 
gynnal gyda’r 
ymgwiswyr i gyd. 
Cytundeb gyffredinol 
wedi’w gyrraedd 
gyda bob ymgeisiwr.  
 

Medi 2011 Wedi cwblhau 

61 Cysylltu â 
swyddogion 
technegol ar 
lifoedd gwastraff 
yn dilyn data 
alldro 2010/11. 

Gwyrdd Sesiynau unigol gyda 
Amec a’r 
awdurdodau i fynd 
trwy’r model llif 
gwastraff yn fanwl. 
Sesiynau grwp 
technegol wedi’i 
gynnal i gytuno’r 
rhagolwg llif 
gwastraff. Gweler 
eitem 8 ar yr agenda.
 

Mehefin 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

62 Caffael 
ymgynghorwyr i 
gynllunio a 
chynnal ymarfer 
ymgynghori ar 
ddull y 
bartneriaeth 

Ambr Proses ymgynghori 
wedi cychwyn ym 
Mis Mehefin 2011.  

Diwedd 
Chwef 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

63 Penderfynu ar 
gefnogaeth 
ymgysylltu a 
hwyluso 

Ambr Cefnogaeth hwyluso 
i’w ddefnyddio yn ôl 
yr angen. Sauce 
Consultancy i’w 

Mawrth 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

DIWEDDARIAD PROSIECT – Gweithgareddau sydd i’w cwblhau o 7fed Ionawr 2011 i
18fed Mawrth 2011 (a gweithredoedd tymor hirach sydd wedi’u lliwoleuo). 
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ddefnyddio ar gyfer 
cymorth a chyngor 
strategol arbennigol.  

64 Sesiynau deialog 
Mehefin 

Gwyrdd Cyfarfodydd gyda 
chyfranogwyr fel 
rhan o’r broses 
deialog gystadleuol 

Mehefin 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

65 Sesiynau deialog 
Gorffennaf 

Gwyrdd Cyfarfodydd gyda 
chyfranogwyr fel 
rhan o’r broses 
deialog gystadleuol 

Gorffennaf 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

66 Sesiynau deialog 
Awst 

Gwyrdd Cyfarfodydd gyda 
chyfranogwyr fel 
rhan o’r broses 
deialog gystadleuol 

Awst 2011 Wedi cwblhau 

67 Sesiynau deialog 
Medi 

Gwyrdd Cyfarfodydd gyda 
chyfranogwyr fel 
rhan o’r broses 
deialog gystadleuol 

Medi 2011 Wedi cwblhau 

68 Pecyn briffio 
wedi’i roi i 
swyddogion 
cynllunio 
mwynau a 
gwastraff 

Gwyrdd Pecyn briffio wedi’w 
ddarparu i 
Swyddogion. 

Mehefin 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

69 Rhoi’r Model Llif 
Gwastraff ISDS i 
gyfranogwyr 

Gwyrdd Yn dilyn gweithred 
61 

Diwedd 
Mehefin 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

70 Proses ar gyfer 
asesu 
datrysiadau 
ffordd / ffordd-
rheilffordd i’w 
penderfynu 

Gwyrdd Proses ar gyfer 
asesu datrysiadau 
ffordd / ffordd-
rheilffordd wedi ei 
gytuno. 

Gorffennaf 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

71 Tîm Prosiect i 
dderbyn 
arwyddion 
cynnar o 
gynnwys 
cyflwyniadau 
ISDS posib gan 
gynnwys 
gwybodaeth 
prisio ayyb 

Gwyrdd I roi cymorth i’r Tîm 
Prosiect mewnol a’r 
Swyddogion Cyllid 
awdurdod partner fel 
nad oes unrhyw 
“syndod” pan fydd 
cyflwyniadau ISDS 
yn cael eu derbyn yn 
y pen draw. 

Awst 2011 Wedi cwblhau 

72 Datrysiadau 
ISDS i’w 
cyflwyno gan 
gyfranogwyr 

Ambr Diweddariad ar lafar 
gan y Gyfarwyddwr 
Prosiect yn y 
cyfarfod (gweler 
atodiad 1 isod am 

Diwedd 
Ionawr 
2012 
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amserlen caffael 
diwygiedig) 
 

73 Asesiad o 
gyflwyniadau 
ISDS  

Ambr Prif wybodaeth wedi’i 
darparu i 
Swyddogion Cyllid, 
Technegol a 
Chyfreithiol cyn 
datblygu 
argymhellion i’r 
Bwrdd Prosiect a’r 
Cyd Bwyllgor 

Chwefror 
2012 

 

74 Cyfranogwyr yn 
cael gwybod am 
benderfyniadau’r 
bartneriaeth am 
ffordd / ffordd-
rheilffordd, a’u 
gwahodd i 
gyflwyno 
mireiniadau i’w 
cyflwyniadau 
ISDS o ystyried y 
penderfyniad 

Ambr Yn ôl yr amserlen 
gaffael ddiwygiedig 
(gweler atodiad 1) 

Gynar yn 
Mawrth 
2012 

 

75 Cyflwyniad o 
ISDS wedi’i 
Fireinio gan 
gyfranogwyr 

Ambr Yn ôl yr amserlen 
gaffael ddiwygiedig 
(gweler atodiad 1) 

Ebrill / Mai 
2012 

 

76 Gwerthuso 
cyflwyniadau 
ISDS wedi’i 
Fireinio  

Ambr Yn ôl yr amserlen 
gaffael ddiwygiedig 
(gweler atodiad 1) 

Mai / 
Mehefin 
2012 

 

77 Safleoedd 
negodi i’w cytuno 
gan y Bwrdd 
Prosiect 

Gwyrdd Bydd y PD yn 
datblygu nifer o 
safleoedd “gorau” a 
“stop cefn” ar gyfer 
cymeradwyaeth gan 
y Bwrdd Prosiect, 
fydd yn cael eu 
defnyddio i gymryd 
safleoedd masnachol 
yn y broses gaffael  

Gorffennaf 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

78 Yr ail IAA (IAA2) 
i’w ddechrau 

Gwyrdd Hyn i ddechrau 
unwaith y bydd 
datrysiadau ISDS yn 
wybyddus (a’r 
strwythurau contract 
tebygol yn fwy 
pendant). Rhai 

Tachwedd 
2011 
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trafodaethau 
rhagarweiniol a 
gwaith datblygiad i’w 
gynnal yn ystod haf 
2011. 

79 Gwybodaeth 
teitlau safleoedd 
partneriaeth a 
chyfyngiadau 
cysylltiedig yn 
cael eu casglu 
a’u dynodi  

Gwyrdd  Mehefin 
2011 

Wedi cwblhau 

80 Tim Prosiect a 
swyddog 
cyfreithiol 
arweiniol i gwedd 
a’r adran 
ystadau i drafod 
unrhyw 
anghysondebau 
yn y gwybodaeth 
teitlau  
 

Gwyrdd  4 Hydref 
2011 

 

81 Amser 
ychwanegol 
wedi’i roi ar gyfer 
ymatebion 
ymgynghorol 
 
 

Gwyrdd Pythefnos wedi ei 
ychwanegi er mwyn 
medru cynnwys mor 
gymaint o ymatebion 
ag y bo modd  
 

7 Hydref 
2011 
 

 

82 Dadansoddiad 
llawn o’r 
ymatebion 
ymgynghorol  
 

Gwyrdd Adroddiad i’w greu 
yn dangos 
canlyniadau’r 
ymarfer ymgynghori 

Hydref 
2011 

 

83 Adrodd yn ôl i’r 
cyhoedd ac 
atebwyr gyda 
canlyniadau’r 
ymgynghoriad 
 

Gwyrdd I’w gadarnhau 
(gweler eitem 84 
isod) 

I’w 
gadarnhau 

 

84 Cynllun ar gyfer 
ymgysylltu a 
chyfathrebu am y 
12 mis nesaf 

Gwyrdd Cyfarfod wedi’w 
drefnu gyda’r Tim 
Prosiect, Amec a 
Sauce Consultancy i 
gynllunio ymgysylltu 
a chyfathrebu am y 
12 mis nesaf  

21 Hydref 
2011 

 

85 Cwrdd a Gwyrdd  Tachwedd  
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Asiantaeth 
Amgylchedd 
Cymru i drafod 
materion 
technegol yn 
codi o’r 
cynnigion 

Asiantaeth 
Amgylchedd 
Cymru i drafod 
materion 
technegol yn 
codi o’r 
cynnigion 
  

2011 2011 

86 Deialog pellach 
cyn cynnigion 
ISDS 
 

Gwyrdd  Rhagfyr 
2011 

 

87 Timau ariannol a 
thechnegol i’r 
ymgynghori ar yr 
asesiad ffordd / 
rheilffordd cyn y 
Cyd-Bwylgor  
 
 

Gwyrdd  Chwefror 
2012  

 

90 Asesiad ffordd / 
rheilffordd i’w 
gyflwyno i’r 
Bwrdd Prosiect 
a’r Cyd-Bwylgor 

Gwyrdd  Chwefror / 
Mawrth 
2012 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

RISGIAU ALLWEDDOL – Gweler eitem 6 ar yr agenda hon. 
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Atodiad 1 – Amserlen Caffael Amlinellol  
 
Allwedd 
Penderfyniad Cyd Bwyllgor Penderfyniad awdurdodau partner unigol  Arolwg / Penderfyniad LlC  

 
Pwyntiau Penderfyniad Allweddol  

 
Cymal 

 

Dyddiad 
Allweddol  

Penderfyniad allweddol  Pwy 

Cyd Bwyllgor – Fordd /Rheilffordd  Mawrth 2012 
 

Penderfyniad ffordd / rheilffordd Cyd Bwyllgor  (Swyddogion 
Arainnol i’w ymgynghori) 

Cyd Bwyllgor  - Dad-ddewis ISDS  21/06/2012 
 

Dad-ddewis o un ymgweisiwr Cyd Bwyllgor   

Arolwg parodrwydd LlC  Medi to Hydref 
2012 

Ydy’r materion I gyd wedi ei 
ddatrys cyn cau deialog? 

LlC 

Cyd Bwyllgor i gymeradwyo cynigydd a ffefrir, Achos 
Busnes Terfynnol a IAA2 

Chwef 2013 
 

Cynigydd a ffefrir, Achos 
Busnes Terfynnol a IAA2 

Cyd Bwyllgor   

Awdurdodau unigol i gymeradwyo cynigydd a ffefrir, 
Achos Busnes Terfynnol a IAA2 a rhoi caniatad i symyd 
ymlaen i wobrwyo’r cytundeb 

Chwef i Mai 
2013 

Cynigydd a ffefrir, Achos 
Busnes Terfynnol a IAA2 a rhoi 
caniatad i symyd ymlaen i 
wobrwyo’r cytundeb 

Awdurdodau partner 
(Pwyllgor Gwaith, Cyngor 
Llawn, Pwyllgor Craffu  ayb) 

Arolwg “Gateway“ 3 – Penderfyniad LlC 
(Cymeradwyiaeth LlC o’r Achos Busnes Terfynnol) 

Mai i Mehefin 
2013 

Caniatau’r arian grant LlC 

Cyd Bwyllgor  JC approval of Contract award  Awst 2013 Gwobrwyo’r cytundeb Cyd Bwyllgor   
Cais Cynllunio ar gyfer y prif gyfleuster  Gorff 2013   
Penderfyniad Cynllunio Gorff 2013 i 

Mawrth  2014 
 

Penderfyniad Cynllunio  Pwylllgor(au) cynllunio 
priodol o fewn y 
awdurdod(au) partner 
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EITEM AGENDA RHIF: 6 

 
ADRODDIAD I:  CYD BWYLLGOR PTGGGC 
 
DYDDIAD:  6 HYDREF  2011 
 
ADRODDIAD GAN: Y CYFARWYDDWR PROSIECT 
 
PWNC:  :    ADRODDIAD Y GOFRESTR RISG 
 
 
1. PWRPAS YR ADRODDIAD 
 
1.1. Mae aelodau o Gyd Bwyllgor NWRWTP wedi gwneud cais i dderbyn 

diweddariad o’r gofrestr risg ym mhob cyfarfod o’r Cyd Bwyllgor. 
1.2. Bydd yr adroddiad hwn yn tynnu sylw at rai o’r diwygiadau i’r gofrestr risg 

sydd wedi’u gwneud i adlewyrchu’r ddealltwriaeth bresennol o risgiau a’r 
mesurau lliniaru sydd yn eu lle. 

 
2. CEFNDIR 
 
2.1. Bydd angen diweddaru’r Gofrestr Risg yn barhaus drwy gydol y prosiect.  
 
3. YSTYRIAETHAU 
 
3.1. Mae un risg ychwanegol wedi ei adnadbod yn y cyfnod adrodd yma.  
 

• PS 12 (Cynllunio  a Chaniatau). Mae’r cyhoeddiad ddiweddar o’r Cynllun 
Sector Farchnadoedd, Isadeiledd a Chasgliadau gan LlC wedi arwain at 
ansicrwydd am statws y Cynllun Gwastraff Rhanbarthol sydd yn bodoli ar 
hyn o bryd. Mae’r bosib y gellir rhoi bwysau îs ar y Cynllun Gwastraff 
Rhanbarthol wrth benderfynnu ar gais cynllunio ar gyfer cyfleusterau 
gwastraff os yw’r anscrwydd dros ei statws yn parhau. Mae’r Tîm 
Prosiect  â’r Tîm Cynllunio Gwastraff Rhanborthol Gogledd Cymru wedi 
bod yn trafod y mater gyda LlC i sicrhau nad yw’r fersiwn trefynnol o’r 
Cynllun Sector Farchnadoedd, Isadeiledd a Chasgliadau yn gadael 
“gwactod cynllunio”. 

 
3.2. Mae newid i risg F2 (Ariannol) yn y cyfnod hon (oediad yn y broses caffael 

yn arwain at gostau caffael uwch). Mae hyn oherwydd cais gan ymgeiswyr 
am estyniad i’r amserlen ISDS (tua 5 mis). Mae’r amserlen newydd dal o 
fewn y sensitifrwydd ofewn yr Achos Busnes Amlinellol o 12 mis o oedi i’r.  

 
3.3. Mae’r 9 risg Uchaf (ar ôl gosod rheolaethau yn eu lle) yn cael eu dangos 

yn atodiad 1. 
 
3.4. Risg TB4 wedi ei gau gan ei fod yn ail adrodd F2 
 
3.5. Dangosir y newidiadau yn y cyfnod hwn yn atodiad 2 
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3.6. Bydd y gofrestr risg yn parhau i gael ei hadolygu gan y Cyfarwyddwr 
Prosiect a’i hadrodd i’r Cyd Bwyllgor mewn cyfarfodydd yn y dyfodol. 

iect Trin Gwastraff Gweddilliol Gogglleedddd  CCyymmrruu    

 
4. ARGYMHELLION 
 
4.1. Bod y Cyd Bwyllgor yn nodi diweddariad y gofrestr risg ar gyfer y prosiect.  
 
 
5.00 GOBLYGIADAU ARIANNOL 
 
5.01 Amherthnasol 
 
 
5. EFFAITH GWRTH DLODI  
 
5.1. Dim 
 
 
6. EFFAITH AMGYLCHEDDOL 
 
6.1.  Amherthnasol 
 
 
7. EFFAITH CYDRADDOLDEB 
 
7.1.  Amherthnasol 
 
 
8. GOBLYGIADAU PERSONÉL 
 
8.1. Amherthnasol 
 
 
9. ANGEN YMGYNGHORIAD 
 
9.1. Amherthnasol 
 
 
10. YMGYNGHORIAD WEDI’I GYNNAL 
 
10.1.  Amherthnasol 
 
 
DEDDF LLYWODRAETH LEOL (MYNEDIAD AT WYBODAETH) 1985 
 
 
Dogfennau cefndir: 
 
Dim 
 
 

Swyddog Cyswllt: Stephen Penny  NWRWTP 
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Atodiad 1 Prif risgiau a materion (Coch) 
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Atodiad 2 Newidiadau yn y cyfnod hwn  
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Atodiad 2 Newidiadau yn y cyfnod hwn  
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AGENDA ITEM NO: 7 

 
 
REPORT TO:  NWRWTP JOINT COMMITTEE 
 
DATE:  6 OCTOBER 2011 
 
REPORT BY:   PROJECT MANAGER 
 
SUBJECT:    COMMUNICATIONS UPDATE  
 
 
1. PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
1.1. To update the NWRWTP Joint Committee on communication matters 

concerning the North Wales Residual Waste Treatment Project 
(NWRWTP). 

 
2. BACKGROUND 
 
2.1. The Joint Committee has requested regular updates on communication 

matters relating to the NWRWTP. This report provides an update on 
progress to date. 
 

3. CONSIDERATIONS 
 
3.1. Consultation Exercise - Summary 

The consultation exercise has been on going since the Member sessions 
were held in June 2011. 
 
The closing date for consultation responses was Friday 23rd September, 
however the Project Team are including responses included for two weeks 
following this date in order to include as many responses as possible in 
the results. This was advertised in a press release that was issued on the 
16 September 2011. 
 
This means that a full report on the results of the consultation process will 
follow this report, however it was felt that an early indication of the results 
would be of benefit to the Joint Committee, therefore please note that the 
information below is an early indication and a summary of the results thus 
far only. 
 
Below is a brief list of the activities that have taken place:- 

• Two Member sessions were held (one “west” in Bangor, and one 
“east” in St Asaph) 

• “Drop in” sessions at each of the five partner authorities (where 
members of the public were able to have an informal discussion 
about the project) 

• Community Group sessions where various community groups etc 
were invited to attend a meeting to discuss the project and the 
consultation. 
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• 2 interest group sessions where environmental / interest groups 

were invited to discuss the project (1 x east and 1 x west). 
• The consultation questionnaire can be complete on line, and project 

website has a consultation page. 
• The consultation has been advertised internally within the five 

partner authorities, including booklets distributed to Council Offices, 
libraries etc. 

• A telephone survey of the consultation questionnaire commissioned 
of 1,000 residents of the partnership area.  

 
Member sessions 
Two Member sessions were held on the 17th and 28th of June 2011. One 
“west” session in Bangor (Parc Menai), and one “east” session in St Asaph 
(Optic).  
 
General feedback from the sessions is that they were a success, in 
particular the aspect of the Members of partner authorities meeting 
together. Appendix 3 shows the attendance for both sessions, followed by 
a brief list of the questions that were asked during the sessions. 
 
 
Drop in sessions 
These were advertised in the local press / media through an advert in all 
the local press across the five authorities, together with a series of press 
releases. They were also advertised on the project website. As expected, 
turnout was low at the authorities where sites have not been mentioned as 
potentially hosting a facility. 

• Conwy  - 13 
• Gwynedd (Dolgellau and Bangor) - 6 
• Anglesey  - 23 
• Denbigh  - 6 
• Flintshire - 49 (27 at St David’s Park, 22 at Connah's Quay Town Council)  

 
Total attendance = 97 
 
Below is a brief summary of the discussions held at the sessions  

• Most of the discussions held were detailed, with some lasting over 
an hour. These were valuable and in depth discussions. 

• The vast majority left the sessions happier than when they arrived, 
although there was a number that even after the discussions were 
against certain proposals (e.g. EfW at Anglesey or EfW at Deeside 
Industrial Park) 

• In Gwynedd, Anglesey, Conwy and Denbighshire the vast majority 
of attendees were supportive of the project, and wanted to know 
more about it. 

• In Flintshire, there was a greater concern about the possibility of an 
“incinerator at Deeside”, mainly centred around health effects. 
There is a lack of trust in the permitting and licensing regime from 
those that were opposed. 

• It should be noted, though, that while a good number of the 
Flintshire drop in sessions’ attendees had concerns, it was by no 
means universal, and indeed a good proportion were either 
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supportive, or could recognise the arguments being made for both 
need, and why the site was being considered.  

• It did not come across at any of the sessions that there is a 
groundswell of opposition to the project.  

 
 
Community Group sessions 
 
The Community Group and interest group sessions were not well attended 
at all, with some sessions with one or two attendees. This is despite follow 
up calls to the invitees.  In total, 12 people attended 5 sessions. 
 
Overall, however, feedback was very positive at those sessions, with 
nearly all attendees supportive of the project. The sessions did, however, 
provide a good opportunity for detailed discussion, and also provided vital 
contacts for further consultation and engagement in the future. 
 
Summary of various “drop in” and community group sessions 
 
Overall, whilst the attendance at some of the various sessions was 
disappointing, the project team has learnt a great deal from the sessions, 
and has had detailed discussions with a good number of residents, and 
opened up further avenues for engaging (more community groups 
identified etc).  
 
The process has also highlighted the importance of a pro active 
engagement campaign throughout the procurement process, and it is clear 
that an informal detailed discussion with a resident has a far greater effect 
than more formal communications avenues (e.g. press releases etc) 

 
3.2. Press Coverage 

Face to face briefings were given to some of the local press during July in 
order to advertise the consultation process, and three press releases were 
issued during August and September advertising the drop in sessions and 
the closing date for consultation responses. There was reasonable press / 
media coverage during the consultation process and all the local press / 
media ran at least one story of some sort advertising the sessions 
(including BBC news website, Real Radio interview etc). Some ran a 
number of stories on the consultation. See appendix 2 below for some 
examples of the coverage. 
 

3.3. Consultation Questionnaire – indication of results 
In appendix 1 below are some graphs showing an early indication of the 
results thus far. The number of consultation responses received thus far is 
305 (162 booklets, 143 via the on line questionnaire). 
 

3.4. Communication and Engagement planning 
The Project Team have arranged a meeting with technical and 
communication advisors on 21 October 2011 to plan communication and 
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engagement going forward for the following 12 months. This will be put 
before the Joint Committee for approval once it is finalised. 

 
 
 
4. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
4.1. To note the content of this update report. 

 
5. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
 
5.1. Not applicable. 

 
6. ANTI-POVERTY IMPACT 
 
6.1.   Not applicable. 
 
7. ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
 
7.1.  Not applicable. 
 
8. EQUALITIES IMPACT 
 
8.1.  Not applicable . 
 
9. PERSONNEL IMPLICATIONS 
 
9.1. Not applicable. 
 
10. CONSULTATION REQUIRED 

 
10.1. See above. 
 
11. CONSULTATION UNDERTAKEN 
 
11.1. Not applicable. 
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACCESS TO INFORMATION ACT 1985 
 
Background Documents: 
 
None 
 
Contact Officer: Steffan Owen  NWRWTP 
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Appendix 1 Graphs of results of consultation process thus far 
 

To what extent do you support or oppose a policy of sending virtually no waste to landfill in North 
Wales?

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

Strongly support Broadly support Neither support nor
oppose

Broadly oppose Strongly oppose Don’t know Not answered

 
 

Do you support the use of rail if possible?

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

Yes No Not answered
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To what extent do you support the use of rail is possilbe?

 If it is the cheapest
transport option

19%

 If it is at the same cost as
road transport

15%

 If it is only slightly more
 expensive than road

transport
28%

 Even if it is significantly
 more expensive than road

transport
22%

At any cost
10%

Not answered
6%

 

Where the waste will come from

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

Only treat household
waste generated in

the North Wales area
(no treatment of

business waste or
waste from other

areas)

Treat household
waste and business
waste generated in

the North Wales area
(no treatment of waste

from other areas)

Treat household
waste and business
waste generated in

the North Wales area,
and treat waste from
other areas to help
reduce the overall

cost

None of these/other
(please state)

Don’t know Not answered

 



NNWWRRWWTTPP  
NNoorrtthh  WWaalleess  RReessiidduuaall  WWaassttee  TTrreeaattmmeenntt  PPrroojjeecctt    

 
 
Appendix 2 – Examples of some of the press coverage 
 

 
The Flintshire Leader – Thursday, 7 July 2011 
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Daily Post – Monday 11 July 2011 
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BBC News Wales Website– 9 July 2011 

 
 BBC News Wales Website– 5 August 2011
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Appendix 3 – attendance at the June 2011 Member sessions, and a list of 
the questions asked at the sessions. 

 
 

Friday 17th June 2pm 
Ty Menai (Formerly Technium 

CAST) Parc Menai , Bangor 
 

Attended  

Cynghorydd RH Wyn Williams (G)  
Councillor Gail Hall (C)  
Councillor Robert Llewelyn Jones (A)  
Councillor Ioan Thomas (G)  
Councillor Eurfryn Davies (A)  
Councillor Goronwy Parry (A)  
Councillor Peter Rogers (A)  
Councillor Edward T Dogan  
Cynghorydd Eric M Jones (G)  
Cynghorydd Gwilym Williams (G)  
Councillor Ian Jenkins (C)  
Councillor Mike Rayner (C)  
Councillor Alwyn Gruffydd (G)  
Councillor John Wynn Jones (G)  
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Tuesday 28th June 9.30am 
Optic Technium, St. Asaph 

Attended   

Councillor Carolyn Thomas (F)  
Councillor Jim Falshaw (F)  
Councillor Brian Cossey (C)  
Councillor Nancy Matthews (F)  
Councillor Huw Jones (D)  
Councillor Christine Jones (C)  
Councillor Eng. Klaus Armstrong-Braun (F)  
Councillor Christine Evans (D)  
Councillor Dave Mackie (F)  
Councillor Doreen Mackie (F)  
Councillor Susan Shotter (C)  
Councillor Dewi Owens (D)  
Councillor Eric Owen (F)   
Councillor Robin Baker (F)  
Councillor Mrs MC Doyle (C)  
Councillor William Knightly (C) (poss)  
Councillor Mike Priestley (C)  
Councillor Chris Bithell (F)  
Councillor Ronald Peacock (C)  
Councillor John Bevan (C)  
Councillor Geoff Corry (C)  
Councillor Andrew Hinchliff (C)  
Councillor Keith Marshall (G)   
Councillor Dennis Hutchinson (F)  
Councillor Aaron Shotton (F)  
Councillor David Cox (F)  
Councillor Raymond Hughes (F)  
Councillor Neville Phillips (F)  
Councillor Colin Legg (F)  
Councillor Gwilym Charles Evans (D)  
Councillor Cefyn Henry Williams (D)   
Councillor Huw Jones (D)  
Councillor Michael John Eckersley (D)   
Councillor AM Khan (C) (poss)  
Councillor Grenville James (F)  
Councillor Bill Cowie (D)  
Councillor Ken Stone (D) – Town Council 
(Mayor of Kinmel Bay & Towyn) 
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Questions Raised  
 
17 June 2011 

• What percentage of waste will be sent to recovery? 
 

• Does this solve the landfill problem? 
 

• Is there enough waste for the facility? 
 

• How will the £600 million be allocated across the local authorities, will there 
be a penalty if we miss the minimum tonnage? Will we have to divert 
recycling to energy recovery? 
 

• How much energy will it produce and what are the emissions? 
 

• Keep Wales tidy - take it to England! But I do understand, there is economic 
benefit in doing it here,  but why can’t we do it ourselves, employ a Welsh 
company?  
 

• What are the problems with the gateway to the EU, will we see waste 
imported? 
 

• Corks used to be made out of cork, now they are not which is bad for cork 
trees. Now we have this waste that we didn’t have – what can be done? 
 

• Will it all be taken by rail? e.g. Gwynedd  
 

• Will there be a mobile visitor centre? 
 

• Are we creating something we don’t need?  
 
 
28 June 2011 

• From the seven bids received at ISOS, were there any alternatives to 
energy from waste? 

• How can new technologies ever develop if we can’t select one and back it? 

• Has the timescale slipped? 

• I have been bombarded by information from Friends of the Earth, are their 
claims correct? 

• How sound is the technology and how tried and tested is it? 

• Why not Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT)? 

• Will there be compensation if you don’t fill the facility? 

• Germany re-uses residual waste from energy from waste – will we? 

• What happens if there is not enough waste? 
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• What about legislation affecting commercial waste collectors, is it the 

same/are there targets? 

• Public need to be convinced that we need this, they need information – 
what’s being done? 

• It’s not really technology neutral, we were supposed to be technology 
neutral, are councillors finding out about this change in position when it’s 
already too late? 

• Where are the sites? 

• Will it be transboundary? Will commercial waste come from outside Wales? 

• What about Wrexham, will they be involved in this? 

• Will people be happy to accept the facility near them? 
 



FLINTSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
EXEMPT INFORMATION SHEET 
 
 
COMMITTEE: NWRWTP Joint Committee     
 
DATE: 6 October, 2011        
 
AGENDA ITEM NO: 8   
 
REPORT OF: Project Director   
 
 
SUBJECT: Waste Flow Model Update   
 
 
The Report on this item is NOT FOR PUBLICATION because of exempt information in 
accordance with the following section(s) or paragraph(s) of Schedule 12A of the Local 
Government Act 1972: 
 Para 

Information relating to a particular individual * 12 [ ] 
Information likely to reveal the identity of an individual * 13 [ ] 
Information relating to financial/business affairs of a particular person * 
See Note 1 

14 [9] 

Information relating to consultations/negotiations on labour relations 
matter * 

15 [    ] 

Legal professional privilege 16 [ ] 
Information revealing the authority proposes to: 
(a) give a statutory notice or 
(b) make a statutory order/direction * 

 
 

17 
 
[    ] 

Information on prevention/investigation/prosecution of crime * 18 [    ] 

For Standards Committee meetings only: Sec 

Information subject to obligations of confidentiality 18A [    ] 
Information relating to national security 18B [    ] 
The deliberations of a Standards Committee in reaching a finding 18C [    ] 

Confidential information which the Council is not permitted to disclose 100A
(3) 

[    ] 

 
PLEASE TICK APPROPRIATE BOX 

* Means exempt only if the public interest in maintaining the exemption outweighs the public 
interest in disclosing the information. 
 
Note 1: Information is not exempt under paragraph 14 if such information is required to be 
registered under Companies Act 1985, the Friendly Societies Acts of 1974 and 1992, the 
Industrial and Provident Societies Act 1965 to 1978, the Building Societies Act 1986 or the 
Charities Act 1993. 



SCHEDULE 12A LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 
EXEMPTION FROM DISCLOSURE OF DOCUMENTS 

 
 

REPORT: Waste Flow Model Update 
 

 

AUTHOR: Project Director 
 

 

MEETING AND DATE OF MEETING: NWRWTP Joint Committee  
6 October, 2011 
 

 

 
I have considered grounds for exemption of information contained in the report 
referred to above and make the following recommendation to the Proper Officer:- 
 

Exemptions applying to the report: 
 Paragraph 14  
 
 Factors in favour of disclosure:  
 Transparency 
 
 Prejudice which would result if the information were disclosed:  
 The report contains information which if disclosed at the present time could 

prejudice a fair bidding process. 
  
 My view on the public interest test is as follows:  
 On balance, at the present time it is not in the public interest to make the 

information publicly available. 
 
 Recommended decision on exemption from disclosure:  
 Exempt from disclosure 
 
 Date: 28 September, 2011 

Signed:      

 
 Post: Team Manager – Committee Services 
 
 
I accept the recommendation made above. 
 

 
______________________________ 
                   Proper Officer 
 
Date: 28 September, 2011 
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