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                                                                                                        Matter 6B


Matter 6B Minerals and Waste

6B (i)

Is the evidence base used to inform the capacity requirements in Tables 11.3, 11.4 and 11.5 robust?

The 11.3, 11.4 and 11.5 relate to commercial waste arisings, hazardous waste arisings and indicative capacity for municipal waste arisings respectively. 

The Borough Council’s view is that they are not sufficiently robust to inform the capacity requirements of the region.

At the time of preparing these submissions, considerable discussion is taking place at the Cheshire Waste Local Plan Inquiry about the evidence base for waste arisings and the tables contained within the deposit draft Cheshire Waste Local Plan and the tables, particularly Table 11.5 of draft RSS. At the time of finalising this submission, the waste arisings information needed to inform the Inspector conducting the Inquiry had still not been resolved. Indeed the Inspector has felt it necessary to re-open the Inquiry Round Table on Waste Arisings to deal with these matters. 

The Technical Appendix to draft RSS does not provide very much guidance on where the figures in the tables have come from. 

Tables 11.3 and 11.4 have their roots in ‘A Waste Strategy for the North West’ 2004 with the latter table based upon 2002 data. 

Table 11.5 is a crucial table as it relates to municipal waste arisings with the data coming from the RTAB Annual Monitoring report 2005.  It is not clear however how some of the splits between various categories of waste treatment facilities have been derived. Paragraphs 11.38 and 11.39 acknowledge that the figures can only be indicative as waste treatment technologies will change over time and government regulations force less waste into landfill. It is not known however how this will impact on the various waste treatment facilities required in the region. 

6B (iii)

Is there a need for the draft RSS to provide a clearer direction in terms of waste apportionment and waste management facilities that will be required at the regional and sub-regional level; e.g. should RSS advise on the broad location of facilities?

The Borough Council considers that RSS should not give a clearer direction in terms of waste apportionment and waste management facilities required, other than addressing those points in relation to Tables 11.3, 11.4 and 11.5 set out in 6B(i) above. 

The Borough Council does not consider it appropriate for RSS to identify specific sites for waste treatment uses. These will be the responsibility of the Waste Development Frameworks which will also take account of the locational criteria set out in PPS10. The Borough Council does not consider that the draft RSS EIP has the technical information at its disposal to assess alternative locations in the region for waste treatment uses in any case.

The Borough Council in its original submissions has said that Policy EM13 should be amended to exclude greenfield sites as suitable locations for waste treatment uses. Since making those submissions the Council has firmly expressed its view to Cheshire County Council that a planning application for a major resource recovery scheme on a wholly greenfield site of at Ince Marshes in Ellesmere Port should not be allowed. 

