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Meeting: 25th February 2026 

Location: MS Teams 

Chair: Richard Bull (SZC) 

Attendees: 

SZC - Richard Bull (RB), David Peacop (DP-proxy quorate member for Damian Leydon), 

Marjorie Barnes (MB-observer), Jen Mills (JM-Observer), Rebecca Quigg (RQ-observer, 

Transport Coordinator), Jessamy Pearce (JP- observer) 

ESC – Jon-Paul Farthing (JPF–proxy quorate member for MF/ESC) 

SCC – Michael Moll (MM- observer), Andrew Rutter (AR-observer), Andrew Cook (AC- 

nominated quorate member) 

Apologies: 
ESC – Martyn Fulcher (MF) 

SZC - Damian Leydon (DL) 

 

 

 

Introduction 

RB opened the meeting and attendees provided introductions. 

 

It was clarified that this is an extraordinary DSG meeting solely to address the matter referred to it in accordance with 

the Deed of Obligation governance structure. 

 

AC is the nominated voting member on behalf of SCC. 

JPF is the nominated voting member on behalf of ESC.  

DP is the nominated voting member on behalf of SZC. 

 

 

Urgent matter referred to the Delivery Steering Group for resolution:  

Transport Review Group (TRG) quorate member referral under Schedule 17, Paragraph 3.8 of the Deed of Obligation 

 

 

RB provided background and context of referral from TRG. 

 

The Project has requested an additional 58 movements for HDVs, which would increase the cap currently 600 two-way 

movements to 658 two-way movements in the Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP). This request is to 

support the early opening of the Southern and Northern Park and Ride sites and enable workers to be transported by 

buses to the Main Site, reducing the number of car movements on local roads. SZC have undertaken assessment to 

determine that the increase requested of 58 HDVs does not result in any materially new or materially different 

environmental effects on the B1122 to those assessed in the Environmental Statement. A Sizewell C Assessment of 

Early Years Bus Strategy TRG Technical Note was provided to the TRG (and latterly the DSG) for review in advance of 

the meetings.  

 

Sizewell C requested that the TRG approve the following changes to the Early Years traffic movements secured in the 

CTMP and CWTP  

• With immediate effect, increase the Early Years HDV cap from 600 two-way HDVs per day to 658 two-way 

HDVs; 
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• Whilst LGV movements are monitored rather than capped in the CTMP, Sizewell C propose to reduce the LGV 

movements during the Early Years to 100 two-way LGVs per day to/from the main development site. 

 

 

The TRG were satisfied that it has been demonstrated that there are no new additional material impacts as a result of 

the change proposed. The TRG voting members unanimously agreed to accept the proposed changes in principle, 

subject to confirmation of agreement from the DSG that this does not constitute a material change. The quorate 

members sought to refer their ‘in principle’ decision for the endorsement of the DSG. 

 

RB provided the background that the reason for seeking this change is to enable efficient operation of the Park and 

Ride facilities and reduce the number of private vehicles in the locality, supported also by the recent implementation of 

the parking permit system for the construction area sites and proactive fly parking enforcement.   

 

 

The group discussed the proposed change: 

 

• AC queried whether assessment has been made in relation to any specific type of bus or does it cover all 

options. RB confirmed that the type of bus to be reviewed was considered, but in noise terms it doesn’t make 

any significant difference so has not been specified to type (i.e. electric/hydrogen/diesel etc). In this situation 

there would be no significant difference in impact in terms of noise.  

 

• AC flagged it was worth noting which matters have been assessed for purposes of transparency, in addition to 

noise. 

 

• RQ shared table 5.1 of the assessment document on the screen to aide discussion. The table lists all the 

topics assessed within the Environmental Screening Assessment. Topics of transport, noise and vibration, air 

quality, terrestrial ecology and ornithology, amenity and recreation, terrestrial historic environment, health and 

wellbeing, had been identified for further consideration within the assessment document. RB noted that noise 

is most sensitive threshold on the B1122 and that this was the key input in determining the proposed increase 

in HDVs. 

 

• AC sought clarity of the noise sensitivity on the B1122 specifically. RB advised that the noise assessment 

considers many receptors along the route and the relevant point is when an increase in HDVs results in a 

change in category of impacts and significance, which could be considered material. The proposed increase 

does not result in any such change of category.  

 

• MM noted that there are changes within the assessment document within paragraph 8.2.6 and sought clarity 

as to whether a change in the main document/s is proposed for operation of Southern P&R route, noting that 

this isn’t the decision-making group. 

 

• RB agreed and confirmed that SZC are not seeking to approve any other changes at this time. There would 

need to be further assessment and significant pre-engagement/consultation with SCC and ESC on the topic 

shown at that point, taking account that this would need to be a more cumulative assessment to include the 

other NSIPs in the area.   

 

• For clarity, changes shown in paragraph 8.2.6 of the assessment document do not apply and are not subject to 

any approval at this point.  
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Following discussion and review of the details:  

 

• The DSG were asked whether they endorse the decision made at the TRG and confirm there are no materially 

new environmental effects as a result of this change.  

 

• AC confirmed that SCC are content with the evidence submitted and satisfied to approve. JPF also confirmed 

that ESC is in agreement, and DP also noted approval as the SZC voting member.  

 

 

VOTE – voting DSG members unanimously agreed that the proposed changes do not give rise to any 

materially new or materially different environmental effects and on that basis endorse the decision of the TRG 

to approve the requested changes. 

 

 

Author: Jen Mills (SZC)  

 


