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Dear Sir or Madam,
Waste Site Allocations

I would first comment on the consultation process on proposals which the County and City Councils will understand are bound to be controversial. The initial scoping consultation was limited to discussion with councils and statutory consultees. Presumably the previous work to arrive at a long list of sites was based on consultation with relevant landowners and waste operators. This consultation, covering a 6 week period on a multi-volume complex set of proposals and background supporting information, has had no public consultation other than that driven by concerned individual councillors on public bodies which received the proposals. Awareness of these proposals is thus extremely patchy. The Councils risk proceeding with highly controversial proposals to planning stage (with a presumed consent based on this exercise) with inadequate public knowledge and debate. This is most unsatisfactory.

I have, in the comments I make, borne strongly in mind the criteria published in these documents for the various types of use proposed. I’d draw attention to three criteria used in many types: proximity to housing being at least 250 metres, the unsuitability of locations close to business premises, and the need for good access to the primary road network suitable for HGVs. I was surprised to see proposals for types which clearly did not meet the criteria set down in the document. 

These are my points on specific sites:

9-002-01 Former Willington Power station

This site has been identified substantially for indoor operations. It is unsuited for any outdoor waste activity because of the proximity of housing. Vehicular access to the site is unsatisfactory, relying partly on transit through Willington village to the A38. I understand that rail lines into the site have been removed.  I endorse the site specific policies which have been set with the strengthening of 4 to reflect a commitment to use the railway to mitigate road access and the confinement of use to type 5a alone because of the proximity of houses and poor HGV access.

9-003-00 Hilton Business Park

Again some of the types of use are inappropriate on this site by reason of its proximity to houses and the shared commercial setting of the site. Type 5a would be appropriate. I endorse the proviso of a transport assessment.

9-004-06 Tetron Point, Cadley Hill

For the same reasons as at Hilton this is only really appropriate for a type 5a use. The use of the railhead and careful location of any buildings (I object to any external waste processing because of the proximity of houses) may make some other internal processing functions acceptable. 

9-005-00 Former Drakelow Power Station

I would strongly endorse any development being considered only on the basis of a flood risk assessment. No development should be permitted without the provision of a satisfactory link to the A38. There is no policy reference to the need for an assessment of the potential use of the railhead. That should be added.

9-010-00 Park Road, Newhall

While accepting that a household waste recycling centre is needed for the area this location is within 100 metres of houses (the siting criteria for this type suggest 250 metres as the minimum). It also has unsuitable road access for the volume of cars expected for such a purpose. Type 6a requires (according to the criteria) transfer routes away from residential areas and good access to the primary road network. These are absent and thus this type use is unacceptable.

9-014-01 Dove Valley Park

Because of the developed commercial nature of the park this is not appropriate for some of the types listed. The good access to the road network suggests that 4, 5a and 
6a, appropriately designed, are viable but the composting proposals are not by reason of the proximity of other premises.

9-032-00 Shardlow Quarry

This site is on the floodplain and any activity should include compensating measures so as not to exacerbate risk. Type 11 is reasonable, bearing in mind the activity on site. The excellent highway access also suggests the other uses proposed are appropriate if flood mitigation measures can be agreed. 

9-038-02 and 9-039-01 Severn Trent’s landholdings at Etwall/Egginton

This site has been, and to a limited extent continues to be, used for waste disposal and recycling. However some of the types proposed are clearly inappropriate for the site for the following reasons:

· The landfill use would be visually intrusive. The site is low-lying and visible from all sides. It would attract birds. The site lies adjacent to one flight path from East Midlands Airport and is immediately next to the only airfield in the area. The development of landfill, the associated loss of porosity and the provision of large areas of hard standing would displace surface water into the watercourses on site, delivering extra flow to nearby communities already at flood risk. The proximity of housing would introduce risks of smell, dust and vermin. The document refers to gravel presence on site. This suggests drainage to the water table. It is most unlikely that the landfill could be sealed adequately to prevent leach of pollutants. If the Councils are minded to adopt a strategy of a small number of large landfill sites it would be more prudent and efficient (in both cost and environmental impact terms) if they were located relatively close to the sources of waste, to minimise transport need. This site is at the south-west end of the County.

· Those uses attracting large numbers of HGVs (all except 4 and 5a) are unacceptable with the current transport infrastructure. The existing junction of the A5132 with the A38 is characterised by extremely tight turns and short slip roads. It is wholly unsuited for volume HGV traffic – there have been a number of accidents there. I would be extremely surprised if the Highways Agency were to agree to allow additional junctions on either the A50 or the A38. While access to the site could be achieved from the A50/A38 junction in theory, it would congest an already complex and heavily used roundabout. Access via the existing entrance, Boundary Road, is wholly unacceptable.

· The proposal for incineration on this site suggests a large building with tall chimneys which would be very prominent. Its proximity to rural housing and relative closeness to the villages of Etwall, Egginton and Willington will prompt health concerns. 

· The proximity of Toyota’s car plant raises issues. First, some uses are likely to be most unwelcome (those attracting birds or potentially producing dust) because of the storage of completed cars on site. Because of the open view of the site from the roundabout accessing their plant any uses which are not of high quality will be an unattractive sight. Toyota has been in discussion with the regional development agency over the use of parts of the site north of the railway for a railhead for their plant. Consent for many of the uses proposed would prevent this welcome idea coming to fruition.

· The site is currently, as the document says, primarily agricultural land. Its development on anything like the scale and variety suggested in these proposals would turn it into a 24 hour industrial site transforming the view at night for miles around.

· The site would be suitable for modest use for recycling of waste in a rural setting, consistent with past patterns. The proposals in their current form are wholly unacceptable.

9-041-00 Elvaston Quarry

The use proposed is reasonable on this site. There has been past history of inappropriate landfill activity sanctioned nearby which illustrates the risks of using floodplains for that purpose.

9-042-00 Nadin Coal Disposal Point

Once again the selection criteria suggesting a minimum distance of 250 metres to housing has been ignored. The proximity to housing suggests that only use 5a is acceptable here although some other small scale indoor activity might be acceptable if the cutting prevents intrusion on nearby housing. 

Yours sincerely

Mark Todd

Member of Parliament, South Derbyshire

