Briefing Note for Councillors – Chieveley Parish Council

Analysis of the Scoping Opinion issued by West Berkshire Council in response to the request for a Scoping Opinion by Grundon concerning a Energy from Waste Facility at the Old Kiln Quarry.
This analysis is issued by the Chairman of Chieveley Parish Council to provide summary information for Parish Councillors.
The Scoping Opinion from West Berkshire and the consultation responses raise more than a dozen issues and concerns about this proposal. They also point towards the following key parts of the proposal which are missing and which Grundon’s report simply does not address:

· There’s no need for proposal, waste arising from West Berkshire would only provide a fraction of the waste required to power the plant and it’s doubtful whether there’s enough waste that needs incineration in the whole of the South East to justify this plant;

· There’s no assessment of alternative sites or alternative waste disposal technologies;

· The impact on the North Wessex Downs AONB, coupled with the absence of need or alternative sites assessment;

· The site is unsuitable for Combined Heat and Power (CHP), consequently the site will not be capable of meeting the policy requirements for efficiency and sustainability of such plants;

· The proposed site must be assessed as a greenfield site on Grade 2 agricultural land, the existing quarry is due to be restored in accordance with its planning conditions.
Summary

On 7 January 2011 West Berkshire Council responded to Grundon’s request for a Scoping Opinion which sets out what should be considered in the Environmental Statement that will accompany the application. This included the responses on Scoping from Natural England, the Environment Agency and the Parish Council.

All these responses point to more than a dozen key issues and concerns which need to be addressed.
Natural England required the Environmental Statement to consider the effects of the proposal on a number of SSSIs and 3 Special Areas of Conservation (a European designation) that are near the site of the proposed EfW. Natural England was also particularly concerned that effects on the landscape character in the North Wessex Downs AONB and heritage landscapes: ‘Natural England is concerned over the potential effect of this development on the natural beauty, local character and distinctiveness of the AONB and the Environmental Statement should include a full assessment of these effects.’ They require the development to maintain or enhance local character and distinctiveness … ‘reflecting local design characteristics and wherever possible using local materials’. Other issues of concern to Natural England are the effects on the quiet enjoyment of public rights of way, local wildlife sites, Biodiversity Action Plans and protected species.

The Environment Agency’s main concern is that the proposal does not include any use of waste heat (i.e. Combined Heat and Power, CHP). Without that, they suggest that the efficiency of the plant might be as low as 20%. They point to a number of sources of guidance that require schemes such as this to use the waste heat; the absence of such proposals appears to be a major flaw in this proposal. The Environment Agency also requires that an Environmental Permit be obtained to regulate the emissions from the plant and that effects on water resources, flood risk, contaminated land and air quality are assessed.

Responses were also received from the Highways Agency, Thames Water and the West Berkshire ecologist.

West Berkshire Council’s Scoping Opinion identifies 14 key areas to be covered in the Environmental Statement which draw on these consultation responses, including the Parish Council’s response. These key areas include effects of traffic, air quality, the disposal of ash from the plant and the loss of Grade 2 agricultural land.

West Berkshire Council also adopts one of the key concerns of the Parish Council i.e. that the starting point (i.e. baseline) for the assessment must be that the existing site is restored to greenfield agricultural land in accordance with the existing permission for the quarry.

Other important comments from West Berkshire are the need for full assessment of:

· alternative sites and waste disposal technologies;
· the need for the development.

On the subject of need, the Council’s opinion states: it is my understanding that there is not a need for a facility delivering this level of waste recovery capacity to manage waste originating from with West Berkshire. The author points out that as the municipal household waste is already contracted elsewhere (to Veolia, for 25 years), there is only about 50,000 tpa of commercial and industrial waste arising in West Berkshire that could be used in the plant (and only a proportion of that is collected by Grundon). That’s nowhere near the 350,000 tonnes per annum which is the capacity of the plant: ‘it is abundantly clear from the above and the South East Plan that there is no need for a recovery facility of this magnitude to serve the requirements of Berkshire, let alone the requirements of West Berkshire.’ 
The question of need is therefore very real.  Where will the waste come from?  
The officer also points out that if there is no demonstrable need then there is no case to locate this major development in the AONB.
