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Official - Sensitive — When Complete

(Criminal Procedure Rules, r16; Criminal Justice Act 1967, s9)

Statement of: ﬁ

Age of witness (if over 18 enter “over 18”): Over 18

Occupation of withess: | Project Delivery Manager

This statement, consisting of pages each signed by me, is true to the best of my knowledge and
belief and | make it knowing that, if it is tendered in evidence, | shall be liable to prosecution if |
have wilfully stated in it anything which | know to be false or do not believe to be true.

Signature: __/ Dated: | 13/05/2022

My name is_and | work for SWECO which is an One Alliance Partner of Anglian Water (ANH). In
2015 | was the Project Delivery Manager and | am still in this role. At the time | was responsible for delivery in
the Water Infra Programme Area in the East of the ANH region. However, this particular project was in the
West but due to resource issues | was allocated this scheme in this area. | am now also part of Water
Recycling Infra and Water Infra. During the work at Pitsford in 2015 | was the Project Delivery Manger
overseeing the delivery of the Hannington to Pitsford pipework scheme. This was a 7.5 km, 630mm pipeline
from Hannington Reservoir to Pitsford WTW. At the time of the event my Client Project Manager was

who is an ANH employee. | have a line manager on the SWECO side also but for my day to day
work at the time of the event | would report to the client manager  IIIIEEEEE 'y SWECO manager |
believe at the time was
| have completed qualifications in HNC civil engineering, all the POSWSH training and the relevant EUSR
hygiene code card training. Through the POSWSH training | covered Reg 31 training and impact planning
training. This training | believe from memory was classroom based. It would have been a number of days
training at various locations across the ANH region.
Regulation 31 means making sure any materials that are going to be used during the course of the scheme
are compliant with Reg31 and are not going to cause any issues to consumers when the potable water is in
contact with any of the materials or fittings used in the delivery of that scheme.
The way the AW MIC form works is that the engineer (in this case ||| | | |} I is tasked with requesting
an MIC form from the risk scientist. Each MIC form has a unique reference number and is logged on the ANH
system. This is sent through to the engineer to complete and ascertain the relevant DWI/WRAS etc
certification for each fitting that is going to come in contact with the water supply. The engineer checks the
certification is still valid. The engineer will check all the Reg 31 approvals for the products to be used and log
them on the MIC form together with the appropriate certification number. My role is to make sure the process
is followed and the document is signed off by the risk scientist. | need this document to show the business
that | have complied with the Regulations. There are multiple project milestones to work through to show
project delivery. This includes; business case, verifying business need, initial outline solution, detailed
design, Milestones are approved at Director level to verify the commercial aspects, outputs, programme etc.
As part of the submission the @One Alliance had to show the delivery programmes, how the costs are built
up etc and that the MIC form has been completed correctly and signed off. These documents are uploaded
into the corporate system to show that these requirements have been satisfied. Provided all the details are in
place and correct the business (ANH) will then confirm that construction can commece. | went through this
process in 2015 and it involved a number of sign offs from different key stakeholders in ANH.
I \2s responsible for the design for the inlet solution (the bell mouth). He would have had the
breakdown for all the fittings that were to be used and he would have checked the Reg 31 certification and
liaised with the risk scientist.
I -nd | have been providing information since the event was recognised to ANH. | was made aware
there were issues in December 2021 and | only understood the details of the event in March 2022. N
I (ANH Chief Engineer) contacted me to ask me to cast my mind back and provide any details | may
have which both [Illlland | gladly provided.

Signature: _ Page 1 of 2
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Continuation Statement of: | Statement of:

| have no knowledge of a I IIEIEE \ho is listed on Part A of the 2017 MIC form the DWI has been
provided with. On my form dated 2015 it is | | B \who is the responsible engineer. My form looks
different to the form the Inspectorate is showing me. The dates do not align and does also not include a box
for a URN to be inserted by the risk scientist suggesting this to be an old version of a previous MIC form?

| have a form which shows that Jindal Saw (Jindal Sigma), the suppliers, provided the four pieces of
pipework pre-coated with a blue epoxy top coat. This is an external coating (3M Scotchkote Epoxy Coating
on two pieces and Resicote on another 2 pieces, this was because the spigot/socket and riser pipes were
fabricated to client specification at source as opposed to being a standard DI fitting with coat already
applied). This was the flange spigot pipe, the 90 degree bend, the spacer pipe and the bell mouth. In the
photos it is the spigot pipe and the spacer pipe which appear to have the issues from the picture shown.

| have shown the Inspectorate the MIC form copy that | hold. It is different to the MIC form that the
Inspecotrate have shown me. The sign off on my original 2015 form is by I (ANH), ININEGEE
(ANH) and IJEEEEEE (S\\VECO). This MIC form that | hold had the correct products and everything that
was installed for Tank B. Please note based on the drawings of the project the two pipes that have changed
colour are coated in Scotchkote which were coated at source by Jindal Saw. The other parts were coated in
Resicoat again at source by Jindal Saw. The form | have is Ref. 1984 this is dated 2015, this was for the
original installation. | do not recall | was involved with the 2017 remedial work and | do not know why my
name is on the MIC form the DWI has been sent. Stonbury installed the original pipework in the tank in 2015
as they had the confined spaces training and were able to install the scaffolding to work safely in that space.

| would not hold records for the Instructions for Use being complied with but will forward on to the inspector
after this meeting. This would normally be the engineer or the site manager installing. As far as | am aware
there was no coating done on site and the completed picture (including the scaffolding and evidence of
stainless steel bolts ie not painted over) (Figure 4 in the 20-Day report) shows a uniform blue colour as the
parts arrived pre-coated from Jindal Saw.

| was not aware there was further remedial work, nore was | involved with the work in 2017. | do not know
why my name is at the top of the MIC form that has ben sent to the DWI. | think this form is incorrect as the
reference number is not included. The form doesn’t look right to me. There is no registration number, it has
not been provided by the risk scientist.

As part of the construction pack for the 2015 work |IIIJlll would have included the instructions for use form.
I 2 s the Stonbury contact on site at the 2015 works scheme.

The photos of the pipework in Figure 7 of the 20 day report was not how we left the pipework in 2015. The
engineer had everything signed off. | did not enter the tank in 2015 as | was not confined space trained and |
was reliant on photos from the staff who entered the tank to undertake the works. | saw the pipe as it is
shown in Figure 4 of the 20 day report with a uniform blue colour.

soos [ [N Page 2012
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