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Matter 6B: Minerals and Waste

	Question:

	(i)
	Is the evidence base used to inform the capacity requirements set out in tables 11.3, 11.4 and 11.5 robust?


No further comments

	Question:

	(ii)
	Are the waste policies in the draft RSS consistent with PPS10? If not, what changes should be made to the draft RSS?




No further comments

	Question:

	(iii)
	Is there a need for the draft RSS to provide a clearer spatial 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 Lake District National Park Authority considers the waste apportionment is both adequate and appropriate for this area.

The Lake District National Park Authority objects to the proposal that the RSS should identify broad locations for waste management facilities. The policies set out in the draft RSS are sufficient and the need for further detail is best addressed through the Local Development Framework. 

We are unclear at this stage as to what the criteria would be to determine these locations. In the absence of any specified criteria we would have to assume that population figures and ultimately Key Service Centres would inform this approach. 

The Lake District National Park (LDNP) is a sub-region with a complex typography and there is the fear that the RSS will base its locational strategy around key service centres and not allow Local Planning Authorities to determine key locations through specialist knowledge and understanding of the area. Not only is the LDNP an area of exceptional natural beauty, it also has a plethora of european and national environmental designations. Couple this with accessibility and transport pressures; the LDNPA is concerned that any proposal that identifies locations would result in facilities being provided for in inappropriate locations without paying due regard to the need to adopt a spatial planning approach. This is best addressed through the Local Development Framework.

A large proportion of the LDNP is described as sparse rural areas where under policy RDF3, more innovative and flexible solutions to meet specific development needs should be implemented. Through the LDF the LDNPA is exploring an approach which considers local distinctiveness when addressing, amongst others, service provision and infrastructure to help tackle some of the challenges faced by communities in these sparse rural areas. A steer on the broad location of facilities may hamper our ability to explore innovative solutions in setting out a planning strategy for sustainable waste management which enables adequate provision of waste management facilities in appropriate locations.

Planning Policy Statement 10: Planning for Sustainable Waste Management (2005) states that ‘Positive planning has an important role in delivering sustainable waste management:

· By providing sufficient opportunities for new waste management facilities, in the right place and at the right time.’ (pg 5)

There is no need to add any further guidance as the above Statement provides a clear direction. There is the danger that advice on broad locations would stifle the ability of Local Planning Authorities to work with rural communities to establish the local need and secure appropriate development. It also prevents flexibility in enabling innovative solutions.

In addition, we need to explore the waste sector as a positive contributor to the development of sustainable communities, and the potential role energy recovery from waste may have in diversifying the economy. Any criteria used to assess the broad locations which does not consider this potential may negate the opportunity for rural communities to help themselves to a more sustainable future.

	Question:

	(iv)
	Is the inclusion of peat as a mineral reserve to be extracted appropriate?



No further comments
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