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Local Development Framework for Bradford

WASTE MANAGEMENT ISSUES & OPTIONS CONSULTATION
SUMMARY OF REPRESENTATIONS

INTRODUCTION

As required by The Town and Country Planning (Local Development)
(England) 2004 Regulations, consultations have been carried out on the
Waste Management DPD: Issues & Options in accordance with
Regulation 25 and 27. The Regulations require Local Planning Authorities
to consider any representations made within a six-week period of
consultation and to have regard to them when preparing a Development

Plan Document for submission to the Secretary of State.

Over 1000 organisations and individuals were notified by letter and email
of the Issues & Options consultation and the availability of the supporting
documents. Subsequently, approximately 60 copies of the Report were
sent to specific and general consultation bodies as required by the
Regulations and also to individuals who had requested a copy. A list of all

those notified can be found in Section 6.0 of this report.

Respondents in many cases used only the Council’s Comment Form to
reply; others submitted detailed and lengthy written representations either
instead of or in addition to the questionnaire. Copies of the
representations can be found in Appendix 3 of this report. A copy of the

comment form can be found in Section 3.0

The attached Schedule of Representations sets out in tabular form the

Representations from the 20 organisations and individuals who replied.
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1.5 The Schedule of Representations does not include comments received at
the stakeholder consultation event. These replies can be found within the

event Consultation Log.
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Local Development Framework for Bradford

ENVIRONMENT AND WASTE MANAGEMENT IMPROVEMENT
COMMITTEE

Following the meeting of the Council Executive Committee on 20"
October 2009, it was recommended that the Waste Management DPD be
referred to the Environment and Waste Management Committee for

comment as part of the consultation.

The Waste Management DPD: Issues and Option report was presented to
the Environment and Waste Management Committee on 9" December
2009. The Committee decided it would examine the report and defer this

item to the next Committee meeting scheduled for the 2" February 2010.

Following various questions on the Waste Management DPD: Issues and
Options report at the Committee meeting of 2" February 2010, written

comments were received on 24" February 2010.
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3.0 LETTER OF CONSULTATION

City of Bradford Metropolitan District Council

Wwww.bradford.gov.uk

Department of Regeneration

Local Development Framework Group
8" Floor Jacob’s Well

Manchester Road

BRADFORD

West Yorkshire BD1 5RW

Tel: (01274) 434050

Fax: (01274) 433767

Minicom: (01274) 392613

E-Mail: Idf.consultation@bradford.gov.uk
Web site: www.bradford.gov.uk/Idf

My Ref:  TDP/P&P/LDF/WDPD/I&O

Your Ref:

9" November 2009
Dear Sir/Madam,

The Local Development Framework for Bradford District
Waste Management Development Plan Document (DPD): Issues and Options
Consultation (Regulation 25)

| write to inform you that the Council is currently carrying out an informal consultation on
the Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options for a period of twelve weeks
commencing on Monday 9™ November 2009 until Monday 25" January 2010.

The Waste Management Development Plan Document is one of the key documents that
form part of the Bradford Districts emerging Development Plan under the new Local
Development Framework (LDF). You will no doubt be aware of the considerable work
already undertaken to develop the LDF Core Strategy, over recent years. The Core
Strategy will establish the strategic approach to development and change in the District,
including waste management. Ensuring a sustainable waste management solution for the
district is a priority for the Bradford. The Waste Management DPD will establish the
detailed approach to delivery the broad approach in the Core Strategy. In particular when
adopted, the Waste Management DPD will:
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e Set out the broad vision for the future of waste management within the District
and objectives for sustainable development of waste management over the
next 10 — 20 years.

e Set out spatial policies for steering and shaping the development of waste
management to deliver both the vision and objectives

e In particular, set out the potential locations for new waste management
facilities for the main types of waste

e Take account of national and regional policy and the Council’s priorities in the
and ‘The Big Plan’ the sustainable Community Strategy for the district and the
policies of emerging Core Strategy

At this early stage in the process the Council is seeking your views on the key issues
facing waste management, and the way that these can be addressed. The following
documents are enclosed with this letter and are subject to public consultation:-

e Waste Management Issues and Options Report
There are also several supporting documents:

Issues and Options Comment Form

Engagement Plan

Waste Management Issues and Options Report Methodology Statement
Waste Management DPD Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report

City of Bradford MDC — A Guide to the New Development Plan System
City of Bradford MDC — A Jargon Buster Guide to the LDF

All of the above documents can be downloaded from the Council’s website via the Local
Development Framework pages found at www.bradford.gov.uk/Idf

Hard reference copies are also available in the Council’s Planning Offices at: Jacob’s Well,
Bradford, and the Town Halls at llkley, Keighley and Shipley. Or in the Main Libraries at:
Shipley, Bingley and Bradford Central Library. In addition, hard copies are available on
request from the LDF Group.

The Council welcomes your views and comments and will take these into
account when producing the Preferred Options. Please make your comments in
writing and return them to:

Idf.consultation@bradford.gov.uk

Alternatively they can be faxed to (01274) 433767

Or sent hard copy to FREEPOST address:
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Bradford Local Development Framework
FREEPOST NEA 11445

PO Box 1068

BRADFORD

BD1 1BR

Please mark comments as ‘Waste Management Issues and Options’.
Comments should be received by Monday 25" January 2010

Please note that representations cannot be treated as confidential and a schedule of
all representations received will be published.

As part of the consultation the Council is holding a half-day stakeholder event, to discuss
issues surrounding waste management in the Bradford District to which members of the
waste industry, stakeholders and other interest groups are invited. The event will take
place on Tuesday 8" December 2009 at the Norcroft Centre, Bradford University,
Tumbling Hill Street, Bradford, BD7 1DB. It will run from 9.30am to 1.00pm, with
refreshments provided from 9.15am.

Each event will include a number of short presentations to set the background to the
Waste Management Issues and Options. There will then be a number of workshops where
a range of issues raised in the report can be debated.

Above all, however, this is an opportunity for those who are involved or have an interest in
the waste industry matters to let us know what issues and policies you think the Waste
Management DPD should be including and addressing.

If you wish to attend this event please fill in and return the enclosed booking form
by Tuesday 1% December 2009. Places are limited by the capacity of the venue
so please book as soon as possible to avoid disappointment.

Should you require clarification on any of the above or further information, please
contact the LDF Group on (01274) 434296.
Yours sincerely,

Andrew Marshall
Strategy Manager
Enc.
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COMMENT FORM

City of Bradford Metropolitan District Council

Form for commenting on the Waste Management DPD Issues and Options
Consultation

(9"" November 2009 — 25" January 2010)

The Council is consulting on the Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options. The document
available for public comment is the Waste Management: Issues and Options Report.

You may photocopy this form or obtain further copies free of charge from the Council. The form
is also available to download on the Council’'s website on www.bradford.gov.uk/Idf. It is
recommended that representations be made on this form as this helps us to consider your
comments properly. If you find it easier to answer the questions on separate sheets please
ensure you are clear about the question you are answering. Please complete the form in black
ink, clear writing or typing to aid processing. If you require any assistance completing this form
or would like a copy in large print, Braille etc, please contact the LDF Group on 01274 432499.

Data Protection Act 1908

Personal informaton provided as part of a representation cannot be treated as confidental as the Council is obliged to make
representations available for public inspection. However, in compliance with the Data Protection Act the personal information vou
provide will only be used by the Council for the purpose of preparing the Local Development Frameworlk

Your Details:

i 1| L[ IRO— BRI, v smmn e s s s e s s EOTOREINIE v vss s o v S S e KA e
T OIS s o s e e T T o 0 S o B B R R MR
Organisation: ...

Tele No:Home.........oovvevieenen... Work. ..o Mobile......covvieeeeieeeen

B o anmsamis s ims s smios s i Sy A s s o i oo s s oSS S S DS B S R A 3
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Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options Paper

Key Questions

Bradford Council is seeking your views on the Waste Management lssues and Optiens raised within the Development Plan Document
(see www.bradford.gov_uk/Idf)

Cross-Boundary Considerations

1. How should BMDC work jointly with neighbouring local authorities and those where the District currently exports its waste?
Actions could include:

« Information sharing relating to key waste data indicators, their analysis and interpretation; ]
. Collaborative working on emerging waste DPD’'s and their reviews; D

. Commenting on waste related planning applications; and O

. The commissioning of joint reviews, data updates and specific waste related studies. D

Objectives

. To be more self-sufficient in managing our own wasie through maximising opporiunities for waste reduction and increasing the amounts
of waste we re-use, recycle, compost and recover meeting regional and national targets over the period to 2026;

. To minimise the amount of residual waste sent on to landfill sites within and outside Bradford District. We need to make greater efforts to
deal with our own waste within the District;

. To ensure that expanded and new waste developments support the planned growth and waste needs of the Bradford community; and
. To work in collaboration with neighbouring local authorities and waste industry operators to ensure that sub-regional wasie issues are

effectively considered and planned for, recognising that each local authority will seek to manage its own waste more effectively in the plan
period where this is the most suitable option.

2. Are there any local circumstances which would lead us to depart from theses objectives, if so what are they and what should the objectives be?

Forecast Future Waste Arisings

3. Do we need to allocate sites for all categories of wasie or do we just | 5. Are the levels of waste to be planned for within the DPD realistic or
need to allocate site for MSW and CE&| waste? should we be planning for different levels of waste? If so, what level of

All Categories of Waste |:| MSW and C&I Waste Only |:| waste do you see as being more appropriate / realistic?

[ )
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4. Is it sufficient o have criteria based policy in place for ‘other (all
categories of waste excluding MSW and C&| waste) categories of
waste?

ves L] o [

6. Through the DPD the Council can include planning approaches which
assist in reducing waste arsings, such as promoting the on-site reuse or
recycling of waste and how waste is processed for example.

Are there other approaches of minimising waste arisings that the Council
should promote in the DPD?

Regional and MNational Policy

Agricultural and Other Waste

7. Are there any local circumstances that would lead us to differ from
the national and regional policy aspiration to maximise the recycling
and re-use of waste?

Yes

8. Should criteria based policies be considered for the provision of waste
management facilities for agriculiural and ‘other types of waste arising
rather than site specific?

Yes
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ISSUES AND OPTIONS

Option 1

Option 3

Focus on consolidating and increasing capacity at existing facilities
across the District, and recognise that some waste will need to be
managed outside Bradford.

Provide additional sites and capacity to manage more waste than is
produced in the District, allowing scope to impaort and handle waste from
other places in the future.

Option 2

Option 4

Provide additional sites and capacity to manage growing waste
arisings within the District.

Work with adjacent authorities fo identify appropriate sites / facilities fo
accommodate waste arisings as closely as possible to their source.

Option 5

Minimise waste production / arisings across the District through
appropriate planning policies, therefore minimising site allocations
required.

Assuming Option 2 andfor 3 are preferential, what type of facilities
should be provided?

Which Option or combination of options for Issue 1 are the most
appropriate and why?

What other options should be considered?

Option 1

Option 2

Concentrate waste management facilities in a small number of
strateqgic sites [ locations.

Identify a large number of small sites dispersed across the District for
waste management purposes.

Which option for Issue 2 is the most appropriate and why?

Are there any other options that should be considered for Issue 27

Should different approaches be applied fo different waste streams?
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Option 1

11

Option 2

Test all sites on the initial ling list within the area of search, excluding
those in the Green Belt other than existing facilties.

Test all sites on the initial long list, including new potential sites in the
Green Belt.

Which option is the most appropriate and Why? Are there Alternative
options?

Option 1

Test the long list of potential waste sites (appendix 1) against the
Municipal Solid Waste and Commercial & Industrial waste facility
location criteria as identified.

Are these the right criteria and weighting? If not, then please say why.
Are there any additional criteria required?

Option 1

Option 2

Include criteria based policies in the Waste Management DPD that
require the maximisation of on-site recycling and re-use of construction
and demaolition waste as part of the development process fo minimise
waste arisings.

Include a criteria based policy for locating new and expanded
construction and demaolition waste management facilities.

Option 3

Combination of Opticns 1 and 2.

Which option do you consider the most appropriate and why?

Are there any other opfion that should be considered?
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Option 1

Option 2

Identify potential new sites for managing hazardous waste now even
though such capacity may not be required in the short term plan period

Do not identify potential new sites for managing hazardous waste as they
are not required in the short term period.

Option 3

Option 4

Develop a crteria based policy approach for locating ‘other’ waste
management facilities, including hazardous and agricultural waste.

Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 6 and

Should the DPD consider any other types of waste?

why?

Option 1

Develop a policy approach combining either Option 1 or 2 with Option 3.

Is it appropriate to assume that agricultural waste will be dealt with at
point of origin rather than requiring new facilities { sites to be idenftified?

Option 2

Through the inclusion of appropriate criteria based policies, encourage
the use of altemative technologies for the treatment of residual waste
through limiting landfill capacity within the District.

Provide additional landfill capacity within the District through the
identification of suitable sites within the Waste Management DPD.

Option 3

Option 4

Provide a combination of both Options 1 and 2.

Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 7 and

For Issue 7 Option 2, should additional capacity be identified in existing
or new sites?

why?

Utilise the existing sub-regicnal capacity in the first instance, but still
provide additional landfill capacity within the District through the
identification of suitable sites within the Waste Management DFD. Any
identified additional landfill capacity only to be utilised when the sub-
regional capacity nears exhaustion.




Local Development Framework for Bradford
13

Are there other options that should be considered for Issue 772

Please note that representations cannot be treated as confidential and a schedule
of all representations received will be published

Please detach the completed comment form and return by Monday 25th January 2010
to:

Bradford Local Development Framework Group
FREEPOST NEA11445

PO BOX 1068

BRADFORD,

BD1 1BR

email: Idf.consultation@bradford. gov.uk

Fax 01274 433767

Hand Deliver to the any of the districts planning offices in the City Centre, Keighley, Shipley
and llkley.
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5.0 LIST OF THOSE WHO SUBMITTED A WRITTEN REPRESENTATION
Rep | Customer Consultee Group/Organisation Agent
No. | Ref No.
1. Sara Robin Yorkshire Wildlife Trust
2. Damian Walsh Martin Walsh Associates
3. Louise Nurser Lancashire Country Council
4. Imogen Scotney Earth Tech Skenska Scott Wilson
5. Toni Rios Highways Agency
6. lan Sanderson West Yorkshire Archaeology Advisory
Service
7. Steve Gibbs P Casey The Arley Consulting
Company
8. lan Smith English Heritage
9. Rose Freeman Theatres Trust
10. Mrs. C. Brown Steeton-with-Eastburn Parish Council
11. Anne Dugdale Aire Valley Environmental Covanta / Walker Morris
12. Alison Munday Government Office for Yorkshire and the
Humber
13. John Pilgrim Yorkshire Forward
14. Mrs. Jo. Giriffiths Burley Parish Council
15. Sally Armstrong Environment Agency
16. Mark. E.N. Harrison Coal Authority
17. Mr Martin Millmore Minerals Planning Group
18. Mrs Susan Stead Bradford Urban Wildlife Group
19. lan Bairstow / Richard Waste Disposal Authority
Longcake
20. Environment and Waste Management

Improvement Committee

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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6.0 SCHEDULE OF WRITTEN REPRESENTATIONS
GENERAL COMMENTS
Rep Name / Organisation Summary of Representation

ID

Steve Gibbs - The
Arley Consulting
Company Limited on
behalf of P Casey
(Enviro) Ltd (PCE)

The consultation refers to preferred option, for example, at Para 5.10. In July 2009 issue of “Plan-it Bradford”, it
appeared to be envisaged that two consultations would take place in parallel. Without knowing the content of this
related document, we cannot know whether it would be relevant to our responses to the Waste DPD Issues and
Options, for example, as discussed below in relation to Question 22.

APPLICABILITY TO LANDFILL AND OTHER OPTIONS

PCE consider that there is some uncertainty as to whether some of the Issues, Options and Questions are intended to
apply to landfills.

Para 2.9 includes landfills within the terminology “waste management facilities”

However, Figures 14 and 15, within Issue 4 — “Locational criteria” do not include landfills.

Issue 1 seems to be concerned primarily with the balance of imports, exports and the management of wastes within the
district.

Issue 7 seems concerned with similar issues in relation to landfill.

PCE’s impression is therefore that Issue 7 is intended to relate to landfill, and Issues 1-6 to other options. However,
para 5.45 refers to the Area of Search in the preferred option. Para 5.11 seems to envisage that that is in the public
domain.

PCE is therefore unclear as to whether Issue 2 is intended to apply to landfill/

PCE suggests that in the next stages the applicability of the content, and the use of the terms “facilities” and “sites” is

made clear.

Environment Agency

Flood Risk

The issues and options document does not mention flood risk, which is an important consideration in locating waste

management sites. Please see the following comments on flood risk.

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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GENERAL COMMENTS

Rep
ID

Name / Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment Agency

Sequential Test and Exception Test

Any development proposed in either high risk flood zone 3 or medium risk flood zone 2 must pass the Sequential Test

and where necessary the Exception Test, as outlined in Planning Policy Statement 25 (PPS25).

PPS25 advocates a sequential approach to siting developments with preference given to those sites in low risk flood
zone 1 (defined as having a less than 1 in 1000 annual probability of river flooding in any year). Only where no
reasonably available alternative sites are available in flood zone 1 should consideration be given to locating
development in medium risk flood zone 2 (defined as having between a 1 in 100 and 1 in 1000 annual probability of
river flooding in any year). Development should only be considered in high risk flood zone 3 (defined as having a 1 in
100 year or greater annual probability of river flooding in any year) where there are no reasonably available alternative

sites in either flood zones 1 or 2. See Annex D of PPS25 for further information.

PPS25 classifies landfill and waste management facilities for hazardous waste as uses which are 'more vulnerable' to
flood risk. All other waste treatment sites are classified as being 'less vulnerable' to flood risk. When assessing potential
waste management sites consideration must be given to the flood risk vulnerability classification PPS25 has assigned
the proposed use. A ‘more vulnerable’ use proposed in high risk flood zone 3a which passes the Sequential Test, must
then go on to pass the Exception Test (Table D.3, paragraph D9). Neither ‘more’ or ‘less’ vulnerable development (i.e.
any type of waste site) is permissible in flood zone 3b — classed as ‘functional floodplain’.

Site Specific Flood Risk Assessment

All development proposals in medium risk flood zone 2 and high risk flood zone 3 must be accompanied by an FRA
which demonstrates that the development can remain safe in the event of a flood and will not increase flood risk to the
site or elsewhere.

All development proposals over one hectare in flood zone 1 must also be accompanied by an FRA. In this case the

FRA should demonstrate that surface waters will be managed to avoid increased flood risk to the site or elsewhere.

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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GENERAL COMMENTS

Rep
ID

Name / Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment Agency

Flood risk assessments should be carried out to the appropriate degree of detail and assess the risks of all forms of

flooding to and from development and must take climate change into account, as required by PPS25.

Those developments within flood zones 2 and 3 which pass the Sequential Test and where necessary the Exception
Test, must adopt a sequential approach to site layout. The site layout must aim to keep those elements of the
development most vulnerable to flooding in the lowest flood risk areas of the site. The development should also have

appropriate mitigation measures to reduce the impact of flood events.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Comment - Chapter 2 the waste forecasting needs to be revisited (MSW over estimates) some of the values in the
table dated 2005! In 2.7 given that there is still plenty of landfill (including active waste) in the sub region, Bradford is
likely to continue to export residual waste arising from waste treatment activities, and thus should not be criticised for

such export of residual wastes into the sub region.

Chapter 4
Comment - MSW values and % recycled can be updated via data held by waste management (4.9, 4.10).

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

= Strengthen strategy for then than MSE

= Ensure Bradford MDC does take responsibility for all waste

CROSS BOUNDARY CONSIDERATIONS

Question 1: How should BMDC work jointly with neighbouring local authorities and those where the District currently exports its waste?
Rep Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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CROSS BOUNDARY CONSIDERATIONS

Question 1: How should BMDC work jointly with neighbouring local authorities and those where the District currently exports its waste?
Rep Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Information sharing relating to key waste data indicators, their analysis and interpretation.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is considered that CBMDC should work together with neighbouring local authorities within West Yorkshire to find joint
solutions for waste management where such solutions offer benefits in terms of proximity’, affordability and sustainability
etc. Except in the case of specialist facilities which are designed to manage single waste streams or hazardous wastes
for example, it should be recognised that proximity and sustainability criteria are unlikely to be met if such joint facilities

manage waste arising from or transported to location outside of the West Yorkshire sub-region.

Connected with this, CBMDC should consider, in preparing the Waste Management DPD, that it will be relevant not
simply to plan to manage all of the waste arising within the administrative area of Bradford but that some of Bradford’s

waste is likely to be exported while waste from other neighbouring local authorities may be imported.

Information sharing, data updates and collaborative working on emerging DPD’s and their reviews is therefore
particularly important, so that CBMDC can fully appreciate, inter alia:

= Changing circumstances in neighbouring local authorities; and

= Any need to change the level of waste management facility provision in Bradford as a result of changes in the

type and amount of waste imported to and exported from Bradford,

And thus CBMDC is able to plan accordingly.

Highways Agency

The Highways Agency sees joint working with neighbouring authorities as very important, particularly due to not only the
amount of waste currently exported from the District but also the amount of waste which is currently imported. Therefore,

the District also needs to work jointly with those authorities which import waste to Bradford District.

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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CROSS BOUNDARY CONSIDERATIONS

Question 1: How should BMDC work jointly with neighbouring local authorities and those where the District currently exports its waste?
Rep Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

All of the above [options for question 1]. Cooperation with adjacent authorities will have many advantages and lead to

more efficient waste planning.

Burley Parish Council

[Supported all options for joint working]

Environment Agency

Cross-Boundary Considerations

We agree that Bradford should work closely with neighbouring local authorities in the areas listed. We would also like to
see ‘sharing information and experience of new waste technology’ included in the list of actions.

There should be a joint approach to the management of specific waste streams in order to achieve the highest levels of
resource recovery. For example, despite both waste wood and food wastes having recognised treatment technologies
aimed at removing them from residual waste streams, a large percentage is still disposed of as residual waste.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

= Information sharing relating to key waste data indicators, their analysis and interpretation
= Collaborative working on emerging waste DPD’s and their reviews
= The commissioning of joint reviews, data updates and specific waste related studies

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Joint working with neighbouring councils is a 2 way process and we need to understand their views on working with us.
As waste has impacts beyond the development site (traffic and emissions) consideration of neighbouring LPA’s will be
needed in determining waste applications, we should be open to working with neighbouring LPA’s on as many levels as
possible to assist in determining applications, however possible sites and policies within Bradford district are a matter for
Bradford.

Environment and

Waste Management

= All actions should be explored with neighbouring authorities
= Need to learn lessons from the aborted interim waste contract
= Isthere a contradiction between paragraphs 3.22 and 3.237?

Improvement Council should consider commissioning a comprehensive academic led review of its waste management
Committee strategies that assesses performance in relation to best practice worldwide, seeking to identify opportunities to
incorporate lessons learnt.
OBJECTIVES

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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Question 2: Are there any local circumstances which would lead us to depart from these objectives, if so whati?e they and what should the
objectives be?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comment Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

If the objectives are read holistically, they are broadly supported. However, if the third point is read in isolation, CBMDC is
invited to note it is appropriate (and in accordance with national guidance as stated in PPS10) to plan for an appropriate

contribution to the waste needs of the sub-region and not just the Bradford community.

Highways Agency

The aim of self-sufficiency is welcomed as large amounts of waste are currently being exported, primarily to Wakefield
District, resulting in HGV trips on the Agency’s Strategic Road Network (SRN). However, it does appear that the
commitment to self-sufficiency is a little weaker now that it was in 2007. The February 2007 Topic Paper stated that the
District “should look to be self sufficient” in managing the waste it generates, whereas the current Issues and Options
document states that the District is “to be more self-sufficient” in managing its own waste” and it is “to minimise the amount
of waste sent on the landfill sites within and outside Bradford District”.

We consider that minimising transport needs should be a consideration in inter-authority discussions on sub-regional waste

issues to comply with the spirit of PPS10.

The only local circumstance which should be considered which would result in a departure from these objectives is if there is
an existing waste handling facility in a neighbouring authority which is closer to the point of source than the nearest
alternative particularly if that means potential HGV movements on the SRN can be removed. We have not seen a reference
to the location proposed for the new waste management facility referred to in paragraphs 3.21-3.24 of the Issues and

Options document.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment Made

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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OBJECTIVES

Question 2: Are there any local circumstances which would lead us to depart from these objectives, if so what are they and what should the

objectives be?

Rep | Name /
ID Organisation

Summary of Representation

English Heritage

In view of the Governments objectives regarding sustainable waste management, one might have expected the objectives to
have included some reference to ensuring that new waste developments are provided for in a way that protects human
health and the environment. Consequently, it is suggested that the third objective is amended to read:-

“To ensure that expanded and new waste developments support the planned growth and waste needs of Bradford

and are delivered in a manner which protects the District’s environmental assets and safeguards human health.”

Burley Parish

Council

No

Environment Agency

Obijectives — waste as a resource

The objectives for waste management make sense but we would like more emphasis on waste as a resource. We would
add to the list of objectives: ‘To consider and plan for the use of waste as a raw material/energy source for local industry
both existing and new".

Bradford Wildlife

| believe the Bradford District is coping better than some Authorities over the collecting and to recycle more domestic waste
has been achieved partially in the Bingley District (the latter being the first to provide a paper bin). The problem is

Group supermarkets who aim to provide people with a reusable shopping bag, but do not enforce this as a necessity.
Bradford Waste No Comment.

Disposal Authority

(WDA)

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

= No, even if a cheaper solution could well be purchase LATS (re: waste arisings, do we just dismiss agricultural
waste in our forecast?)

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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FORECAST FUTURE WASTE ARISINGS

Question 3: Do we need to allocate sites for all categories of waste or do we just need to allocate sites for MSW and C&l waste?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

All Categories of Waste. Allocations should be made for all waste types in order to realistically plan for the future.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is considered that CBMDC should prioritise, above other categories of waste, the allocation of suitable sites to deal with

MSW and Commercial and Industrial (C&l) waste.

Burley Parish

Council

All Categories of Waste

Bradford Wildlife
Group

Domestic waste should be cut even further than at present by the removal of plastic containers from many items in
supermarkets and to reuse their food waste in the right way thus reducing the necessity of more allocated sites. Education

of the public and industry is the way forward.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

No

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

= Only 50% of Bradford MDC’s waste is MSW and CI waste. We cannot dismiss the balance
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FORECAST FUTURE WASTE ARISINGS

Question 3: Do we need to allocate sites for all categories of waste or do we just need to allocate sites for MSW and C&l waste?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Highways Agency

It is stated in paragraph 4.4 that the growth in total waste arisings is just 4%, however, the numbers in Figure 10 show that
there is a 14% growth in waste arisings forecast. Is this a typing error in paragraph 4.4 that should read 14%?

The need for new waste management facilities in Bradford District

It is stated in paragraph 4.10 that existing incidences of recycling and composting in Bradford stand at around 21% of total
MSW generated for 2007/08. This would equate to around 55,000 tonnes currently being recycled. It is stated that by 2021
a minimum of 158,000 tonnes of MSW is required to be recycled. Paragraph 4.10 states that infrastructure to meet the
minimum need for an additional 158,000 tonnes of MSW is required. However, in the previous paragraph it states that

55,000 tonnes of waste is currently being recycled. Therefore, is there only the need for an additional 103,000 tonnes?

Also the last bullet point of paragraph 4.11 states that further capacity would be needed for 357,000 tonnes of C&l waste. If,
of the forecast 649,000 tonnes, 214,170 tonnes goes to land fill and recovery capacity has been estimated at 78,000 tonnes,

this results in capacity for 357,000 tonnes of waste required. Is there not already capacity for C&l waste in the district?

The Agency would welcome the significant improvement in re-use, recycling and composting to be delivered through the PFI

and the Waste Management DPD.

As hazardous waste is not forecast to increase and if policies are in place that require the maximisation of on-site recycling
and re-use of construction and demolition waste, which the Highways Agency would strongly support as this minimises the
amount of potential HGV trips on the SRN, sites will just need to be allocated for Municipal Solid Waste (MSW) and

Commercial & Industrial (C&l) waste.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

Just sites for MSW & C&l
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Question 4: s it sufficient to have criteria based policy in place for ‘other’ (all categories of waste excluding MSZ\‘;V and C&l waste) categories
of waste?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comment Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment Made

Burley Parish

Council

Don’t know

Environment Agency

Bradford Wildlife

We are a “throw away” society and this should be a way of thinking which should change. Unfortunately the economy is built

Group upon it.
Bradford Waste Yes
Disposal Authority

(WDA)

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

= No —see answer to Q.3
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FORECAST FUTURE WASTE ARISINGS

Question 5: Are the levels of waste to be planned for within the DPD realistic or should we be planning for different levels of waste? If so,
what level of waste do you see as being more appropriate / realistic?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comment Made

Burley Parish

Council

All forecasts see an increase in waste should we not be aiming to reduce targets? Why is construction / demolition so high?

Should not more recycling on site be carried out?

Highways Agency

The forecasts of waste arisings have been taken from the Yorkshire and Humber Regional Assembly data presented in the
RSS (proposed changes 2007), supplemented by forecasts of waste arisings obtained from research undertaken by Enviros
Consulting Limited on behalf of Government Office for Yorkshire and Humberside in 2007 (Waste Arisings Forecast).
Analysis of the increase in households in the RSS (proposed changes) shows that the number of households in Bradford
District is set to increase by around 19% between 2007 and 2021 taking the 2007 figures from Tempro version 5.4. Figure

10 shows that Municipal Solid Waste is set to rise by 21%. Therefore, this looks like a robust forecast.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

If the message of ‘reduce, re-use, recycle’ is reinforced and sustainable systems are being followed then net MSW should

be lower despite projected growth in population.
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FORECAST FUTURE WASTE ARISINGS

Question 5: Are the levels of waste to be planned for within the DPD realistic or should we be planning for different levels of waste? If so,
what level of waste do you see as being more appropriate / realistic?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is appropriate that the starting point for the Waste Management DPD is to plan for the projected waste arisings for
Bradford that are contained within the published RSS (the Yorkshire and Humber Plan, 2008) — in absence of CBMDC
having its own, potentially more accurate, figures.

The figures that are presented in the Issue and Options consultation document are taken from the previous draft of the RSS
(the Secretary of State’s Proposed Changes, 2007) and not from the final, published plan (the reason for this is unclear).
The figures contained within the published Plan are as follows (MSW and C&l waste arisings, tonnes per annum for
Bradford):

MSW (0:1]

2010 — 279,000 2010 - 628,000
2015 - 296,000 2015 - 638,000
2021 - 318,000 2021 — 649,000

These figures vary slightly from those contained within the draft plan (the MSW figures are slightly higher in the published
version). It is these figures which it is considered should be referenced within the Waste Management DPD and which the
CBMDC should use as a starting point to plan for waste management throughout the Plan period.

As mentioned above (in response to Question 1) it will be relevant for CBMDC not simply to plan to manage all of the waste
arising within the administrative area of Bradford but to consider that some of Bradford’'s waste is likely to be exported while
waste from other neighbouring local authorities may be imported.

Lastly, it is stated within the consultation document that it is intended the Waste Management DPD will cover a period of 15
years and it is anticipated that the DPD will be adopted in early 2011. In which case, there is a gap of 5 years where data on
projected waste arisings is not available (i.e. the figures in the RSS only go up to 2021, where as the plan period is intended
to reach up to 2026). How will the waste arisings for the last five years be projected? It is thought that the DPD should
contain a projection for waste arisings throughout the Plan period (i.e. 2011 to 206) and also maintain capacity sufficient (i.e.
at least 10 years of the annual requirement — see PPS 10 para.18) throughout the plan period.
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Local Development Framework for Bradford
27

FORECAST FUTURE WASTE ARISINGS

Question 5: Are the levels of waste to be planned for within the DPD realistic or should we be planning for different levels of waste? If so,
what level of waste do you see as being more appropriate / realistic?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Environment Agency

The approach to forecasting is reasonable. As the document states, information on construction and agricultural waste is not
so reliable and is also dependent on economic activity. We will keep you informed as new data becomes available.

Bradford Wildlife

These are realistic. As a society we are producing more waste than is necessary. The education of the public, industry and
the farming communities should be as essential plan forward. There is nothing in the Document concerning the education of

Group )
the public.
Bradford Waste Concern over levels of waste predictions, this forecasting needs to be remodelled using more up to date values. It may be
. . helpful to understand how other LPA’s are forecasting waste growth.
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

= Flexibility needs to be incorporated within DPD to accommodate change in levels of waste i.e. effect of more
recycling, more regeneration.

Question 6:

Through the DPD the Council can include planning approaches which assist in reducing waste arisings, such as promoting the

on-site reuse or recycling of waste and how waste is processed for example.

Are there other approaches of minimising waste arisings that the Council should promote in the DPD?

Rep

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Co-Mingling collections and recycling.
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Question 6: Through the DPD the Council can include planning approaches which assist in reducing waste arisings, such as promoting the

on-site reuse or recycling of waste and how waste is processed for example.

Are there other approaches of minimising waste arisings that the Council should promote in the DPD?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Imogen Scotney — CBMDC should encourage education initiatives which are aimed at improving public understanding of waste and resource
Scott Wilson on management generally and which promote waste minimisation, reuse and recycling.

behalf of Earth Tech | Although most of the means by which this objective can be achieved fall outside the influence of the planning system,
and Skanska (ETS) visitor/education centres for example can be provided alongside large scale waste recycling, recovery and treatment

facilities, allowing the public access to appreciate and support sustainable forms of waste management.

Highways Agency The Highways Agency would support any planning approaches which assist in reducing waste arising. It is suggested that
as C&l waste represents a large proportion (38%) of the total waste arisings in Bradford, the Council should consider
encouraging small and medium sized enterprises in the application of waste minimisation processes and set an example by
setting targets for in-house waste minimisation and recovery. A public information programme for environmental issues in
general and waste management in particular. The Council could also set realistic disposal charges will be imposed which

further waste minimisation objectives.

Yorkshire Wildlife e Education
Trust ,
e Clear messaging

e  Community training/workshops

e Directory/signposting of alternative waste disposal i.e. second hand furniture stores, local recycling centres
(Orinoco, Oxford for e.g.), homeless shelters, composting schemes.

e Charity run businesses adjacent to waste disposal sites where material which could be taken out of the waste
stream is sold. There are a number of successful operations and apparently there is one at Kings Lynn.
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Question 6: Through the DPD the Council can include planning approaches which assist in reducing waste arisings, such as promoting the
on-site reuse or recycling of waste and how waste is processed for example.
Are there other approaches of minimising waste arisings that the Council should promote in the DPD?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

Organisation

English Heritage

Given the proportion of waste that comes from construction and demolition, the LDF, as a whole, should seek, in the first
instance, to encourage the reuse and refurbishment of existing buildings. Only where this is clearly shown not to be feasible
or to be the most sustainable option, would buildings be allowed to be demolished and the site redeveloped. Where
demolition is allowed, provision should be made to reuse the materials wherever possible.

Burley Parish

Council

Reduction in packaging and encourage this at the national legislative level. Promote recycling e.g. cheap composting bins.

Environment Agency

The council could promote sustainable construction through a Supplementary Planning Document. This document could flag
the need for Site Waste Management Plans and good building design so as to encourage and facilitate waste segregation.

Bradford Wildlife

As mentioned above to try and educate and encourage private companies etc to cut down their waste individually and

Group industry.

Bradford Waste Over the full spectrum of planning development, waste prevention, re use, recycling needs to be considered as part of
Disposal Authority proposed development.

(WDA)

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Yes. Dialogue with industry bodies (building / construction and highways / other councils.
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REGIONAL AND NATIONAL POLICY

Question 7: Are there any local circumstances that would lead us to differ from the national and regional policy aspiration to maximise the
recycling and reuse of waste?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

There needs to be flexibility in Bradford’s attitude towards development of recycling facilities within worked out quarries

albeit that they are often located in the Green Belt.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

The Highways Agency would always support the national and regional policy aspiration to maximise the recycling and re-
use of construction and demolition waste. It would not encourage a departure from this policy aspiration as this could result

in additional HGV movements on the SRN.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment Made

Burley Parish

Council

No

Bradford Wildlife
Group

No

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

No

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

No — firm commitment to national and regional policy
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AGRICULTURAL AND ‘OTHER’ WASTE

Question 8: Should criteria based policies be considered for the provision of waste management facilities for agricultural and ‘other’ types of
waste arising rather than site specific?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comment Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

Agricultural waste is frequently valuable for the production of methane

Burley Parish Yes

Council

Bradford Wildlife No Comment Made
Group

Bradford Waste Yes

Disposal Authority

(WDA)

Environment and Most definitely

Waste Management
Improvement

Committee
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ISSUE 1: INTERNAL WASTE MANAGEMENT

Question 9: Which option or combination of options for Issue 1 are the most appropriate and why?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation

ID Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore — | No Comment Made
Minerals Planning

Group

Bradford Waste Issue 1

Disposal Authority Accepting that Bradford has to become more self sufficient in waste provision, and also plan for the future, it must first aspire

(WDA) to option 5, after this option 1 and 2 will be needed. Option 3 may be of interest only if there are sound environmental,
economic and employment benefits in dealing with waste imports.
Environment and No Comment Made

Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)




Local Development Framework for Bradford
33

ISSUE 1: INTERNAL WASTE MANAGEMENT

Question 9: Which option or combination of options for Issue 1 are the most appropriate and why?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is thought that a combination of options one, two and three is preferable.
Firstly, there is a need to safeguard existing waste management facilities that will continue to contribute significantly to
waste management infrastructure in Bradford in the future. The inclusion of such facilities/sites within the Waste
Management DPD should be conditional on the sites being appropriate in planning terms — i.e. in close proximity to urban
areas, within 1km of the strategic highway network and not subject to significant environmental constraints (e.g. within the
Green Belt or adjacent to a SSSI, etc).CBMDC should, in the first instance, seek to utilise the potential for developing
existing waste management facilities and opportunities to develop these sites (e.g. to increase operational efficiency and/or
to maximise opportunities for recycling and recovery of waste) should be supported. This has a number of benefits, such as:

= Established waste management use (in planning terms);

= Established highway infrastructure and routing vehicles;

= Established facility for customers;

= Local acceptance of the site for waste management use; and

= Sustainable use of existing assets.
The document does not currently include provision for safeguarding (and, potentially, development) of suitable existing
waste management sites but it is understood, from attendance at the Stakeholder Event held in Bradford on 8" December
2009, that it is intended the Waste Management DPD will do so.
It is recognised that, in addition to developing/expanding existing facilities where possible (and appropriate in planning
terms), there will be a need to allocate new sites for development in order to manage the waste arisings within Bradford and

also (

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)




Local Development Framework for Bradford
34

ISSUE 1: INTERNAL WASTE MANAGEMENT

Question 9: Which option or combination of options for Issue 1 are the most appropriate and why?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Highways Agency

The Highways Agency feels that in order to reduce the number of HGV movements on the SRN, Option 5, to minimise
waste production/arisings across the District through appropriate planning policies, therefore, minimising the site allocations
required is important. However, there will still be a need to increase waste disposal within the District, particularly as
currently a large proportion of waste is exported to other districts. All moves towards self-sufficiency will be welcomed and
therefore the Agency would prefer Option 2 - providing additional sites and capacity to manage growing waste arisings in
the District over Option 1. The Highways Agency does recognise that some waste will need to be transported across LPA
boundaries to sub- regional facilities. However, there is the risk that there would be some impact on the SRN and therefore
the Agency would only encourage Option4 (working with adjacent authorities to identify appropriate sites) in order to identify

sites in neighbouring authorities which are closer to the source if it had no impact on the SRN.

In general, the Agency would not support Option 3 providing additional sites and capacity to manage more waste than is
produced in the District, allowing scope to import and handle waste from other places in the future as this could result in
additional HGV trips on the SRN. The Agency would only have no objection if it would benefit a neighbouring authority
without producing additional trips on the SRN.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

Options 4&5 offer the most sensible and sustainable solutions. Minimising waste should always be the main priority but

where this has not been possible facilities should be located close to their source to reduce their carbon footprint.

Burley Parish

Council

Option 4 and 5

Environment Agency

We support Bradford’s commitment to take responsibility for its own waste by providing facilities within the district but would
ask that development of waste capacity (both public and private) in other districts is kept in view so as to achieve the most

sustainable solution.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

Option 1 and option 5 because there is not enough room in the District for additional sites and having to accommodate

waste closely to the source could damage the environment.
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Question 10: Assuming Options 2 and / or 3 are preferential, what type of facilities should be provided?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comments Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is thought that CBMDC should prioritise the development of large recycling, recovery and treatment facilities, preferably
with a range of facilities co-located on one site, in close proximity to urban areas and within 1km of the strategic highway
network.

All of the above will help to ensure that the Council move towards more sustainable waste management solutions, with

fewer waste miles travelled and movement of a significant proportion of Bradford’s waste higher up the waste hierarchy.

Highways Agency

No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

N/A

Burley Parish

Council

No Comment Made

Bradford Wildlife
Group

No Comment Made

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

We should not try to limit technology choice but seek to embrace all of those technologies previously described.

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Depends on the outcome of the PFI contract — however, Council may want to consider options that are linked to but not

necessarily part of the eventual contract such as CHP.
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Question 11: What other options should be considered?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comment Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

The Highways Agency believes that all of the options have been considered and that it is a combination of options which is

required as discussed in our response to Question 9.

Yorkshire Wild Trust

Increase recycling capacity or look to neighbouring LAs to accommodate increased recycling.

Burley Parish

Council

No Comment Made

Bradford Wildlife
Group

Simply increase capacity at existing sites and expect to send some waste to be managed outside Bradford.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Waste minimisation policies

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Energy from waste facilities not dismissed, subject to stringent environmental protection and with guarantees that recycling

will be maximised rather than made subordinate to some extent to an Energy from Waste contract.
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ISSUE 2: LOCATION OF WASTE SITES

Question 12: Which option for Issue 2 is the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comments Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is considered that the most appropriate option for CBMDC, with regard to the management of MSW and C&l waste is to
concentrate the development of waste management facilities (including residual waste treatment) in a small number of sites,
strategically and appropriately located.

It is likely that large scale, strategic waste treatment facility(s) should be supported by a range of other, smaller facilities (e.g.

in the case of MSW this could include Bring Sites, Household Recycling Facilities and Transfer Stations).

Highways Agency

The Agency would be happy to comment on the long list of sites at the appropriate time — we note that, in the Methodology
Statement, that this list has been reduced to 65 sites. When would be the appropriate time to comment on these sites?

The Highways Agency would prefer Option 2 as this would reduce the need to travel and hence potential HGV trips on the
SRN.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

A combination of Options 1 and 2. Smaller local sites are more sustainable and will be easier to decommission should less

sites be needed in the future. Larger sites may be more appropriate for some types of infrastructure.

Burley Parish

Council

Option 2

Environment Agency

The chosen solution must be the one that extracts the most value from waste and is also flexible enough to accommodate

advances in technology and changes in waste composition.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

[Option 1 ticked]

Concentration of a small number of sites is more environmentally acceptable. We do not have the room for a large number.
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ISSUE 2: LOCATION OF WASTE SITES

Question 12: Which option for Issue 2 is the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Issue 2
Site sizes/ capacity can vary from 0.5h to 10.0h easily, so providing for only a small number of strategic (large) sites seems

inappropriate, can compromise to some extent on proximity principles and desires to concentrate traffic and potential
polluting activities, thus selecting option 2 but including also larger strategic sites seems more realistic approach to cater for

the differing waste streams.

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Option 1
- more environmentally friendly
- least public resistance
- existing facilities

Additional comment: environmental benefits depend to come extent on transportation issues (few sites mean more
transport?) ad the nature of the facility (very localised CHP plants may not be feasible, but other waste sorting centre might
be).

Question 13: Should different approaches be applied to different waste streams?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Yes — Green Waste recycling for instance should occur away from residential / industrial areas — it is best placed in the

countryside which is likely to be in the Green Belt.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Yorkshire Wildlife
Trust

No Comment Made
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Question 13: Should different approaches be applied to different waste streams?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Burley Parish

Council

Yes there may be economics of scale for some streams.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

| think these have to be in certain cases.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Probably yes, as MSW treatment will require larger capacity facilities strategically sited.

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Yes, depending on Q.12

ISSUE 2: LOCATION OF WASTE SITES

Question 14: Are there any other options that should be considered for Issue 2?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Yes — Best solution is probably a combination of 1 + 2.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

No Comment Made
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ISSUE 2: LOCATION OF WASTE SITES =
Question 14: Are there any other options that should be considered for Issue 2?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation
Yorkshire Wildlife Some mineral extraction sites may have very high potential for restoration to increase biodiversity and connectivity of
Trust habitat. To use such sites for landfill would be contrary to PPS9.
Burley Parish No Comment Made
Council

Environment Agency | The chosen solution must be the one that extracts the most value from waste and is also flexible enough to accommodate

advances in technology and changes in waste composition.

Bradford Wildlife No Comment Made
Group
Bradford Waste To combine both options.

Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Environment and Perhaps — for chemical / hazardous waste
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee
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ISSUE 3: IDENTIFYING SITES FOR WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITIES

Question 15: Which option is the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Must follow option 2 or opportunities to utilise worked out minerals sites will be lost or restricted mineral sites can only have
been approved if they have no unacceptable impacts and thus are often well-suited for the establishment of waste

management facilities.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

All sites (excluding those within the Green Belt and those which do not meet the minimum site size of 0.5 ha) should be
tested.

ETS supports CBMDC'’s approach, which is not to include any sites within the Green Belt unless an insufficient number of
sites are identified as suitable in the area of search not within the Green Belt (this reflects national planning guidance and to

adopt an alternative approach would be unsound).

Highways Agency

The Highways Agency prefers Option 1, that sites in the Green Belt should not be considered. However, if a site outside the
Green Belt would result in a significant number of HGV movements on the SRN, then alternative sites within the Green Belt

should be considered.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

There does not appear to be a criteria in the list of factors considered in para 5.10 to take account of biodiversity or the
potential to enhance sites and increase habitat connectivity. A further option would be to exclude sites which if used would
have a negative effect on biodiversity. Some brownfield sites in urban areas may be very biodiverse and valuable for wildlife

and some sites in the green belt may not be so valuable.

Burley Parish

Council

Option 1. Option 2 if for very good reasons the first is not possible. Sites should be near where waste is generated.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

Option 1. We do not agree with new potential sites in the green belt. Development cannot take place within the green belt,
so why should waste facilities be allocated. Many wildlife areas and sites of ecological importance are situated in the green
belt.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Issue 3
Would opt for option 2, to include very limited green belt to within say 1km of primary road network for limited waste
management options (note comment in methodology statement 2.7), yet fully accepting the need for all other constraints

also.
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ISSUE 3: IDENTIFYING SITES FOR WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITIES

Question 15: Which option is the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Option 1 — no green belt unless part of existing facility

ISSUE 4: LOCATIONAL CRITERIA FOR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE AND COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILTIES

Question 16: Are these the right criteria and weighting? If not, then please say why. Are there any additional criteria required?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comments Made

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Yes (with some qualification, energy from waste not necessarily the first resort for waste management)

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)




Local Development Framework for Bradford
43

ISSUE 4: LOCATIONAL CRITERIA FOR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE AND COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILTIES

Question 16: Are these the right criteria and weighting? If not, then please say why. Are there any additional criteria required?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

With regard to Figure 14 (Site Location Impact Criteria), it is considered there are flaws with the approach taken. The
minimum site size values given for most of the facilities generally appear reasonable. However, the value given for in-vessel
composting and anaerobic digestion is not particularly helpful (<2.5 ha) as it can be interpreted as a minimum site size of
anywhere between 0 and 2.5 ha is required for these two technology types. The remainder of the assessment criteria (i.e.
‘creates air/noise/water pollution, etc.) are thought to be flawed, since arguably any/every waste management facility has
the potential to give rise to impacts on the environment (depending on the specifics of the scheme and the site itself).
Furthermore, no modern waste management facility, permitted by the Environment Agency, will be designed without
effective pollution control/abatement technology. Lastly, surely it is preferable that all waste management facilities are
developed in proximity to waste arisings (for sustainability reasons) and proximity to other facilities is, similarly, beneficial in
all cases where there are process outputs/residues that need further management.
It is not considered that this approach (i.e. trying to identify the impacts of different technology types in order to identify
suitable/unsuitable sites for each specific type of technology) is necessarily the best. An alternative approach would simply
be to assess the long list of sites in terms of key criteria, e.g.:

=  Proximity to urban areas;

= Proximity to strategic highway network;

= Physical constraints;

= Environmental constraints, etc.
Sites which have been assessed and do not meet the criteria can then be discounted and sites which do not meet the
criteria can be put forward together with a note advising on the likely types of technology (broadly speaking) which would be
suitable for development on a particular site (e.g. sites of .2.5 ha are likely to be suitable for a full range of technologies;

sites with a particular constraint (e.g. residential properties with 250m) may be unsuitable for [say] windrow composting).
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ISSUE 4: LOCATIONAL CRITERIA FOR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE AND COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILTIES

Question 16: Are these the right criteria and weighting? If not, then please say why. Are there any additional criteria required?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Highways Agency

The Methodology Statement states that only the short listed sites will be tested against the locational criteria not
the long list as stated in Issue 4 Option 1. Will it be the long list of sites or the short list of sites which are tested
against the locational criteria?

One additional criterion should be impact on the SRN as a facility may be close to the waste arisings but still have impact on
the SRN.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

See above, answer to question 15.

English Heritage

In some cases, a site would be so wholly contrary to national policy guidance that it should not be taken forward — no matter
what it scores against other criteria. For example, a site which resulted in the destruction of a Scheduled Monument would
wholly conflict with the advice in PPG 16 and, as a result, the site would unlikely gain consent — unless there were no other
sites available.

As part of this first sift of the long list, the cases where sites are so in conflict with national policy guidance should be able to
be ruled out no matter what they score.

Given the Council’s stated intention that the LDF, as a whole, should deliver sustainable development, the waste strategy
should include a category which scores the potential site to use a non-road distribution (i.e. rail, river or canal).

It would be helpful to set out how it envisaged the likely effects upon the surrounding environment might be scored using the
proposed matrix. One can envisage that sites may score well against one aspect (e.g. landscape) but poorly against another
(e.g. biodiversity). In such a case, would the score for Surrounding Environment simply be averaged out? If so this could
mask some areas where there are particularly harmful effects. In some cases the impact upon one aspect of the
environment might be so severe that the score would be 0 no matter how high it scored against other elements of the

environment. It may well be necessary to a further sift of sites to address this issue.

Burley Parish

Council

Unable to comment
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ISSUE 4: LOCATIONAL CRITERIA FOR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE AND COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILTIES

Question 16: Are these the right criteria and weighting? If not, then please say why. Are there any additional criteria required?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment Agency

Any waste management facility would be subject to a permit under the environmental permitting regulations. The
objective of the permit is to prevent harm to the environment or human health. For incinerators emission limits are
set to comply with those in the Waste Incineration Directive which are based on World Health Organisation
Standards. A permit would not be issued in a particular location if air quality standards would be breached as a
result of the installation.

Impacts can be considered in the context of the controls required by the permit:

Emission limits for air (with an assessment against the Waste Incineration Directive), land and water.
An odour management plan

A noise assessment

A consideration of energy efficiency

A consideration of how to minimise waste produced and raw material used.

An Environmental Management System

An accident management plan

Requirement to use ‘Best Available Techniques’ to ensure compliance.

The Health protection Agency have issued guidance on the potential health effects of modern waste incinerators :
Below is the first paragraph of the summary of the report ‘The Impact on Health of Emissions to Air from
Municipal Waste Incinerators’ - Health Protection Agency - September 2009’

‘The Health Protection Agency has reviewed research undertaken to examine the suggested links between
emissions from municipal waste incinerators and effects on health. While it is not possible to rule out adverse
health effects from modern, well regulated municipal waste incinerators with complete certainty, any potential
damage to the health of those living close-by is likely to be very small, if detectable. This view is based on detailed
assessments of the effects of air pollutants on health and on the fact that modern and well managed municipal
waste incinerators make only a very small contribution to local concentrations of air pollutants.’
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ISSUE 4: LOCATIONAL CRITERIA FOR MUNICIPAL SOLID WASTE AND COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILTIES

Question 16: Are these the right criteria and weighting? If not, then please say why. Are there any additional criteria required?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment Agency

We accept that permits cannot control the public’s perception of how their quality of life is affected by a facility because the
experience of odour or noise for example is personal. There may be no direct threat to health or environment but some
people may still find the facility unacceptable. We would advise separating odour from air emissions as an impact,
experience tells us that odour is the most common cause of complaint and has to date been more of a problem with
technologies designed to handle large quantities of mixed biodegradable waste.

Proximity to markets/uses for heat or recyclate should be considered when assessing sites for locating waste management
sites. The closer the end user of any heat or recyclate the more sustainable the transaction to the end user.

There is no specific criterion for flood risk. Please see the section at the end of this letter on the requirements of PPS25:
Development and Flood Risk.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

Appendix 1 — S/E1.6. John Escritt Road: This is not advisable to place on this list. Too near Bingley South Bog SSSI. Not
advisable for Waste facilities.

Sites should not be allocated in sensitive Ecological Areas. List needs to be checked out with sensitivity in mind.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Comment on the location criteria etc already made above.

ISSUE 5: MANAGEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION WASTE

Question 17: Which option do you consider the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Option 1 initially appears to be sensible but only really applies to large demolition projects. The bulk of C&D waste still

comes from a plethora of small sites where on-site recycling is impractical and unacceptable.
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ISSUE 5: MANAGEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION WASTE

Question 17: Which option do you consider the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

The Agency would encourage Option 1, the maximisation of on-site recycling and re-use of construction and demolition
waste to minimise waste arisings. However, it does recognise that there may still be a need to dispose of some waste off
site, therefore would welcome the criteria based approach for locating new expanded waste management facilities as long

as it includes a criterion relating to impact on the SRN.

Yorkshire Wildlife Option 1.
Trust
Burley Parish Option 1

Council

Environment Agency

We agree that the first priority is to reduce and reuse construction waste on site through the use of sustainable construction
methods and site waste management plans. A building materials reuse infrastructure should be encouraged - some councils

are considering building material ‘shops’ at civic amenity sites.

Reuse and recycling on site is the most sustainable option but sometimes this is not viable on smaller construction sites.
Lots of unsorted builders waste is still landfilled and it is widely fly tipped. In order to increase recycling and reduce fly

tipping we would advocate some offsite provision for small builders.

Bradford Wildlife
Group

[Option 1 ticked on form]

Recycling and reuse ideally should be done on site if possible.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Preference is for option 3 as this seems the most flexible and complete position.
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ISSUE 5: MANAGEMENT OF CONSTRUCTION AND DEMOLITION WASTE

Question 17: Which option do you consider the most appropriate and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Option 1

Question 18: Are there any other options that should be considered?

Rep
ID

Name /
Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

C&D waste recycling and disposal facilities can be located in disused (and indeed some active) quarries.

Policies should not dismiss this option.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment Made
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Question 18: Are there any other options that should be considered?
Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

English Heritage

As set out in our response to Question 6, in order to reduce the amounts of construction and demolition waste, the LDF
needs to start from the principle that the most sustainable strategy is to reuse/adapt the existing building stock. Clearly there
will be cases where this is either impracticable or can be shown not to be the most sustainable option. In such cases,
demolition of the building would be permitted. However, the Plan should seek to reuse the materials especially those, such
as dressed stone and roofing slates, which are typically used within the District’s settlements and can help reduce the need
for extraction of building stone.

Only where such materials cannot be reused for building, should they be allowed to be crushed as aggregate or hardcore.
This approach might be able to be pursued through though Conditions on Planning Approvals and the plan may need to

make provision for the establishment of facilities to recycle such buildings materials.

Burley Parish

Council

No Comment Made

Bradford Wildlife
Group

No Comment Made

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

No Comment

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Option 3

ISSUE 6: MANAGEMENT OF ‘OTHER’ WASTE STREAMS

Question 19: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 6 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation
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ISSUE 6: MANAGEMENT OF ‘OTHER’ WASTE STREAMS

Question 19: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 6 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

The option 1 scenario is covered in negative comments. Hazardous waste arisings should, wherever practical / possible, be

dealt with within the district and not transported vast distances.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

The Agency does not have a favoured option but would like to have an opportunity to be consulted in future on locations of

potential new sites for managing hazardous waste.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment Made

Burley Parish

Council

Option 3

Bradford Wildlife
Group

Option 2. How much hazardous waste are we producing and will produce in future? Can it not be cut down.
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ISSUE 6: MANAGEMENT OF ‘OTHER’ WASTE STREAMS

Question 19: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 6 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment Agency

Hazardous waste

Planning provision for hazardous waste management is likely to benefit from regional consultation and consultation with
neighbouring authorities. Sites for a proposed hazardous waste facility would be subject to rigorous environmental risk

assessments before a permit could be granted. This should be borne in mind when proposing sites for hazardous wastes.

Agricultural waste

We agree that criteria based policies would be better for agricultural waste. We have little reliable data on agricultural waste
but anecdotally our feeling is that some types of agricultural waste are being dealt with on farms and that there is increasing
interest in anaerobic digestion and composting for dealing with slurries and vegetable waste, on a relatively small scale.

Criteria based policies which recognise the impacts of these types of technologies would prove useful.

Other types of agricultural waste such as packaging, scrap metal and construction waste are more likely to be dealt with off

farm as commercial industrial waste.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

Issue 6
Option 2 — the small values of hazardous wastes and the many varying types of specialised treatments required makes new

site identification as suggested in option 1 inappropriate.

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Option 3 — need a policy for all types of waste (could be a combination of 1 and 37?)
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Question 20: Is it appropriate to assume that agricultural waste will be dealt with at point of origin rather than requiring new facilities / sites to

be identified?

Rep

Name / Summary of Representation
Organisation

Mr Martin Millmore — | No — There may be a need for new facilities. Not all farms are suitable for disposal at the point of origin.
Minerals Planning

Group

Imogen Scotney — No Comment Made
Scott Wilson on

behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

Highways Agency No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife This is the practice that is promoted to farmers under the GAEC requirements of the CAP.

Trust

Burley Parish It is certainly desirable

Council

Bradford Wildlife Yes. It is appropriate.

Group

Bradford Waste Yes

Disposal Authority

(WDA)

Environment and No — policy must be in situ — policy not left to be abused. Council needs to be proactive in this area

Waste Management
Improvement

Committee
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Question 21: Should the DPD consider any other types of waste?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Yes — Green Waste

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Highways Agency

No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment

Burley Parish

Council

No Comment Made

Bradford Wildlife
Group

| think the DPD has listed most of the waste “Streams” affected.

Bradford Waste
Disposal Authority
(WDA)

No

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Without a doubt — we need to control all waste generated
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ISSUE 7: MANAGEMENT OF RESIDUAL WASTE

Question 22: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 7 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

Option 1 — Encourages Fly Tipping

Option 2 — Best Option

Option 4 — Unsustainable due to excessive transport distances.

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

It is understood, from attending the Stakeholder Event held in Bradford on 8™ December 2009 that, in relation to Issue 7, the
term ‘residual waste’ is taken to mean the very last proportion of the waste (i.e. post recycling/recovery/treatment, etc) and
an example of this is the ash from an Energy-from-Waste (EfW) facility. It does not mean, for example, the residual MSW
that remains after kerbside recycling. This is not currently clear in the document.

Generally speaking, residual waste facilities should be located near the source of the waste (co-located if at all possible). An
example of this is an incinerator bottom ash processing facility located on the same site or adjacent to an EfW or wastewater

treatment facility located on the same site or adjacent to an Anaerobic Digestion (AD) facility.

Highways Agency

Option 4 is the least preferable of the options for the Agency, but recognises the need for a transition period in moving from

reliance on external sites to a high level of self-sufficiency.
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ISSUE 7: MANAGEMENT OF RESIDUAL WASTE

Question 22: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 7 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Steve Gibbs - The
Arley Consulting
Company Limited on
behalf of P Casey
(Enviro) Ltd (PCE)

Option 1

PCE support the principal of the waste hierarchy, and recognise that landfill is at the foot of the hierarchy. Nevertheless, as
para 5.42 recognises, it is likely that some residual waste will remain to be landfilled.

We would have thought that the encouragement of movement up the hierarchy through alternative technologies is more
properly a matter for the Core Strategy, for which the Preferred Option consultation is not yet available.

Option 1 suggests “limiting landfill capacity”, which we assume would reinforce any positive support for the other
technologies.

The question is, then, how to match availability with need.

The need for landfill is likely to vary both with progress in the provision of the other technologies, and the quantitative and
qualitative suitability of the wastes for treatment. The latter are likely to vary according to development of the economy,
technology and legislation.

Landfill can provide a robust final disposal option that is less sensitive to changes in waste quantity band composition than
other options.

The availability of landfill is difficult to control. The overall capacity of a landfill is largely determined by site-specific factors.
The rate of release of that capacity is usually determined by factors such as traffic impacts or operational capacity of site
plant.

To attempt to control the rate of release (annual input) for policy reasons may risk the landfill being uneconomic to operate,
as many costs are fixed.

Whilst Option 1 is superficially attractive in policy terms, PCE wish to see much greater detail of the mechanisms for limiting
capacity.

Option 2

It follows from our views on Option 1 that we consider that landfill capacity should be provided within the District.

Option 3

The combination of options is reasonable in policy terms subject to the mechanism for limiting capacity. We would be open

to discussion as to how capacity could be limited so as not to prejudice the waste hierarchy.
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ISSUE 7: MANAGEMENT OF RESIDUAL WASTE

Question 22: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 7 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Steve Gibbs - The
Arley Consulting
Company Limited on
behalf of P Casey
(Enviro) Ltd (PCE)

continued.

Option 4

We consider that the proximity principle clearly favours the provision of capacity in the District, and Bradford’s emerging
Core Strategy Vision also clearly favours this. Our reading of the Consultation paper is that the Council continues to rake
this view — for example, paras 1.2, 1.4, and 2.7.

It is unlikely that all areas will be equally able to provide landfill capacity, and therefore to use up the sub-regional capacity

without assurance that all authorities would then be equally able to replace it on a self-sufficient basis is unacceptable.

For the reasons stated above, PCE prefer Option 2, but Option 3 could be acceptable subject to the mechanism of capacity

limitation.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

Option 1. This would send out a robust message to the public and encourage a concerted effort to reduce waste.

Burley Parish Option 1

Council

Bradford Wildlife Option 1. The other options advice that we cannot cut down our waste and it will increase over the years. Since the
Group Council’'s intention is to send less.

Bradford Waste Option 1 would seem the most appropriate in having policies to reduce waste/residual wastes, but recognising that most

Disposal Authority
(WDA)

waste treatment technologies will only divert between 80-95% of input away from landfill, leaving some of the residual still
biologically active, but having no other practical economic means of disposal other than landfill. (See comment in Question 1
on sub regional landfill capacity and need to export residue to landfill). There should be consideration for an Option 1 + 4 in

combination for Question 22.

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Option 1. We must limit the easy option of falling back on landfill. Landfill is no longer a policy option that we can tolerate if

alternatives can be found to deal with our waste.
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ISSUE 7: MANAGEMENT OF RESIDUAL WASTE

Question 22: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 7 and why?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Environment Agency

There is certainly still scope for reducing the amount of ‘residual waste’ which needs to be dealt with. Plans are in place to
increase recycling of MSW. The position with Commercial Industrial and Construction waste however is less clear. The first
step should be to ensure that all waste is treated as far up the hierarchy as possible, and that as much as possible is reused

or recycled.

An emerging issue over the past 12 months has been the disposal or further treatment of the outputs from Mechanical
Biological Treatment and Autoclave type facility commonly referred to as Compost Like Output or in some cases Refuse
derived Fuel. These outputs remain waste and as such require waste permits for their onward treatment or disposal. They
cannot be spread to land without authorisation or burned for energy except in a Waste Incineration Directive compliant
incinerator.

There is a need to plan for productive outlets for these residual wastes, alongside the proposals for initial treatment.

Landfill is a last resort and any requirement for further capacity should be assessed on this basis.

Question 23: For Issue 7 Option 2, should additional capacity be identified in existing or new sites?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comment Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made
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Question 23: For Issue 7 Option 2, should additional capacity be identified in existing or new sites?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Steve Gibbs - The
Arley Consulting
Company Limited on
behalf of P Casey
(Enviro) Ltd (PCE)

The key factor in identifying additional capacity must be the suitability of the candidate sites.

Highways Agency

The Agency would welcome the consideration of new sites if these were located closer to the point of source and therefore

reduced the impact on the SRN.

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

No Comment Made

Burley Parish

No Comment Made

Council

Bradford Wildlife Waste to landfill sites options 2 and 4 contradict this aspiration.

Group

Bradford Waste As Bradford doesn’t have much landfill capacity (zero for active wastes?) any additional capacity will probably be new capacity if it is to be
Disposal Authority provided within the district (see response in Question 22).

(WDA)

Environment and
Waste Management
Improvement

Committee

Only in existing sites
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Question 24: Are there other options that should be considered for Issue 7?

Rep
ID

Name /

Organisation

Summary of Representation

Mr Martin Millmore —
Minerals Planning

Group

No Comments Made

Imogen Scotney —
Scott Wilson on
behalf of Earth Tech
and Skanska (ETS)

No Comment Made

Steve Gibbs - The
Arley Consulting
Company Limited on
behalf of P Casey
(Enviro) Ltd (PCE)

We can see no other options.

Highways

No Comment

Yorkshire Wildlife

Trust

As a nation we should be looking to other EU states who are managing their waste more effectively.

Burley Parish

Council

No Comment Made

Bradford Wildlife
Group

The way forward is surely:

Waste prevention — educate public etc.

Reuse

Recycle - & compost

L

Although we do not have the room for more landfill sites — Some that are in use should be restored to a natural
landscape for encouraging Biodiversity.

5. Try some alternative technologies and Biological Treatment

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)




Local Development Framework for Bradford
60

Question 24: Are there other options that should be considered for Issue 7?

Rep | Name / Summary of Representation
ID Organisation

Bradford Waste Option 1 + 4 combined.
Disposal Authority

(WDA)

Environment and No

Waste Management
Improvement

Committee
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RESPONSE TO CALL FOR SITES
Rep . .
o, Consultee Site Location
Mr Martin Millmore — Minerals | Hallas Rough Quarry Adjacent to the A629 Halifax Road
Planning Group 1km to the south west of the village
of Cullingworth.
Mr Damien Walsh Associated Waste Management Limited Barnard Road
Victoria Works Bradford
BD4 7DY
AWM at Canal Road Canal Road
Shipley
BD2 1AU
Hardcore Recycling Hammerton Street
Bradford
Scrap yard Corner of Shipley Fields Road and
Canal Road
Shipley
BD2 1AU
P. Casey Buck Park Quarry Whalley Lane
Denholme
Keighley
Aire Valley Environmental Esholt WwTW. Additional information supplied for Esholt Bradford
original sites of Ref: 123 + 124 Esholt Sewage National Grid Reference 4193, 4390
Treatment Works.
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1.0 APPENDIX 1 -PETITION

City of Bradford Metropolitan District Council

A

www.bradford.gov.uk

Legal and Democratic Services

Committee Secretariat

- City Hal C Haulon
e Bradford
BD1 1HY 1
Environment & Neighbouthoods 21 q"
_~ Jacob's Well From: re—————
Tel: (01274) 432269
Your Ref: Fax: (01274) 728260
My Ref. 443
Date: 14 January 2010 Email:  Palbinder sandhu@bradford.gov.uk

SUBJECT: PETITION TO REMOVE THE SITE AT CANAL ROAD, BOLTON
(BN/E1.15) FROM THE LONG LIST OF POSSIBLE SITES FOR WASTE
DISPOSAL

| attach for your attention an original petition on the above matter that was received by
Committee Secretariat on 14 January 2010 via Councillor Gray.

In line with the petitions protocol, | would be grateful if you could write to the lead
petitioner; Ms B Ross, 8 Kingsley Avenue, Bradford, BD2 1DP, indicating a named
senior officer dealing with the petition. You should also ensure that the petitioners will
be contacted again within three weeks of your first letter to let them know what is o be
done with the petition.

e v (e F

BRA

SETRORILITAN [FSFRLCT E0LACIL
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Petition.

We the undersigned petition

Bradford Council to remove the

site at Canal Road Bolton ( BN/E1.15 ) from the long list of
possible sites for waste disposal

Signature

Address ( including e mail )
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Ms B Ross. 8 Kingsley Avenue Bradford as soon as possible
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Petition.
We the undersigned petition Bradford Council to remove the
site at Canal Road Bolton { BN/E1.15 ) from the long list of
possible sites for waste disposal

[ signature | Name Address (including e mail )
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lease return to:
Ms B Ross. 8 Kingsley Avenue Bradford as soon as possible
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Petition.

We the undersigned petition Bradford Council to remove the
site at Canal Road Bolton ( BN/E1.15 ) from the long list of
possible sites for waste disposal

Signatyre

+ | Name

Address (including e mail )
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Please return to:

Ms B Ross. 8 Kingsley Avenue Bradford as soon as possible
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Petition.

We the undersigned petition

Bradford Council to remove the

site at Canal Road Bolton { BN/E1.15 ) from the long list of
possible sites for waste disposal

[ Name

Signature

Address ( including e mail )
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Ms B Ross. 8 Kingsley Avenue Bradford as soon as possible
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Petition.

We the undersigned petition Bradford Council to remove the
site at Canal Road Bolton ( BN/E1.15 ) from the long list of
possible sites for waste disposal
Signature Name Address { including e mail )
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Please return to:
Ms B Ross. 8 Kingsley Avenue Bradford as soon as possible
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Petition.
We the undersigned petition Bradford Council to remove the
site at Canal Road Bolton { BN/E1.15 ) from the long list of
possible sites for waste disposal

Name Address ( including e mail )
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Please return to:
Ms B Ross. 8 Kingsley Avenue Bradford as soon as possible

Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options — Norcroft Centre, Bradford (8th December 2009)
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2.0 APPENDIX 2 — DISTRIBUTION LIST

LIST OF SPECIFIC STATUTORY CONSULTEES

Statutory and Specific Consultation Bodies Bradford Council Elected Members:

and Infrastructure Organisations: — 90 Councillors

—  British Telecom - 5 MP & MEPs in Bradford, Shipley and

English Heritage

Environment Agency

Government Office for Yorkshire and
Humber

Highways Agency — Yorkshire & Humber
Local Government Yorkshire & Humber
Natural England

Natural England — West Yorkshire Team
Network Rail

North West Regional Assembly

North West Regional Development Agency

Telewest Communications

Transco (North of England)

Yorkshire Electricity

Yorkshire Forward Regional Development
Agency

Yorkshire Water Services Ltd

Adjoining Local Planning Authorities:

Calderdale Metropolitan District Council
Craven District Council

Harrogate District Council

Kirklees Metropolitan District Council
Lancashire County Council

Leeds Metropolitan District Council
North Yorkshire County Council

Pendle Borough Council

Wakefield Metropolitan District Council

Keighley Constituencies

Town and Parish Councils in Bradford

District:

—  Addingham Parish Council

—  Baildon Parish Council

—  Burley Parish Council

—  Clayton Parish Council

—  Cullingworth Parish Council

—  Denholme Town Council

—  Harden Parish Council

—  Haworth, Cross Roads & Stanbury
Parish Council

—  llkley Parish Council

—  Keighley Town Council

—  Menston Parish Council

—  Oxenhope Parish Council

—  Sandy Lane Parish Council

—  Silsden Town Council

—  Steeton with Eastburn Parish Council

—  Wilsden Parish Council

—  Worose Parish Council

Town and Parish Councils in
Neighbouring Local Authorities:
— Bradleys Both Parish Council
— Cononley Parish Council

— Cowling Parish Council
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— Denton Parish Council
— Draughton Parish Council

—  Drighlington Parish Council
—  Farnhill Parish Council

— Gildersome Parish Council

—  Glusburn Parish Council

— Laneshaw Bridge Parish Council

— Middleton Parish Council

— Nesfield with Langbar Parish Council
— Otley Town Council

— Sutton-in-Craven Parish Council

— Trawden Forest Parish Council

— Wadsworth Parish Council

—  Weston Parish Council

LiST OF SPECIFIC CONSULTEES — ASSOCIATED WASTE INDUSTRY PARTIES

e Abitibibowater

e Advanced Plasma Power

e Aire and Calder Rivers Group

e Aire Valley Conservation Society
e Airedale Partnership

e Albion Environmental Limited

e AmeyCespa

e Apperley Bridge Development Residents Association
e Ascot Environmental Ltd

e AWM Ltd

e Babcock & Brown

e Baildon Community Council

e Bank of Ireland

e Bank of Scotland Corporate

e Barclays Asset Finance

e Barhale Construction PLC

e Beckside Works

e Bedminster International

e Berwin Leighton Paisner LLP

7
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Biffa Waste Services

Bingley Environmental Transport Association
Bioganix Ltd

BioGen Power

Birse Process Engineering Ltd

BOCS

Bolton Woods Community Association
Bradford & District Chamber of Trade
Bradford Business Link

Bradford Centre Regeneration
Bradford Chamber of Commerce & Industry
Bradford Community Environment Project
Bradford Hospitals NHS Trust
Bradford Organics Collection Scheme
Bradford Ornithological Group
Bradford Teaching Hospital Trust
Bradford Ramblers Association Group
Bradford University

Bradford Urban Wildlife Group

British Waterways

Burges Salmon

Burley Community Council

CABE

Catalyst Lend Lease

CBMDC - Environmental Protection
Cemex UK

Clarke Energy

CNIM UK

Comex Environmental Limited
Community Waste Ltd

Cory Environmental

Costain Ltd

Covanta Energy Ltd

CPRE Bradford District

CPRE West Yorkshire

Cranmore Farm
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Cyclerval

DCT Civil Engineering Ltd
DEFRA

Deloitte and Touche
Denholme Residents Action Group
Dexia Public Finance Bank
Donarbon Ltd

Doric Energy

Earth Tech UK

ECS Engineering ServicesLtd
Eeco Ltd

Elliniki Technodomiki
ENERGOS

ENER-G PLC

Enpure

Entec UK Ltd

Environmental Waste Controls Ltd
Estech Europe Limited

Euclid Infotech

Excelar Resource Itd

Fairport Engineering Ltd
Fagley Lane Action Committee
Fagley Tenants & Residents Association
Fernwood waste Recycling
Fortis Bank

Future Energy Yorkshire
Gleeds

Global Renewables

Graphite Resources Limited
Greenfinch Ltd

GVA Grimley

Harden Village Society

Hills Waste Solutions Ltd
Hotrot Composting

H W Martin Waste Ltd

Inland Waterways Association
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Interserve Project Services Limited
JN Bentley

John Laing

Kelda Water Services Limited

Kier Group

Kier Construction Limited

KPMG

Laing O'Rourke Integrated Solutions
Leeds Environmental Organisation Ltd
Leeds Friends of the Earth
Leeds/Bradford International Airport
May Gurney Ltd

Mott MacDonald

MWH Global

National Farmers Union

NBC Project Development GmbH&Co0.KG
New Earth Composting

New Earth Solutions Ltd

Nord LB

Novera (Gasification)

Novera Energy Plc

Npower Renewables

Oaktech Environmental

OAPL

Orchid Environmental

PHS Group Ltd

Pickford Contracting Ltd

PPS Recovery Systems Limited
Premier Waste Management Ltd
Railtrack Property

Ramblers Association

RBC Capital Markets

Reliant Technical Services
Renewables Developer

RSPB (Northern England region)

Scot Gen (Gasification Systems)
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Schofield Sweeney

Scottish & Southern Energy

Scott Wilson Ltd

Shanks

Shephard Engineering Services
Sita Uk

Skanska Infrastrure Development
SLR Consulting

SSE

Sterecycle

Sumitomo Mitsui Banking Corporation
TEG Environmental Ltd

Tetronics Ltd

The City Centre Project

Thetford International Products
Tradebe Ltd

Trading Pictures

Trident

T Shea and Sons

Urbaser LTD

United Utilities Business Development & International
Veolia Environmental Services (UK)
Viridor

Vital Earth Derby Ltd.

VT Group

Walker Morris

Waste Recycling Group

Waste Research Limited

West Yorkshire Archaeology Advisory Service
West Yorkshire Ecology

Whitebay Ltd

Yorkshire Planning Aid

Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

Yorwaste Ltd
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LIST OF SPECIFIC CONSULTEES - WASTE SITE OPERATORS

« Associated Waste Management Limited

e Autospares Bingley Limited

« Berry And Marshall (Bolton Woods) Limited
« Bradford Organic Composting Scheme

« Bradford Waste Traders

« CBMDC - Department of Regeneration (Dockfield Road)
« Dennis Gillson And Son (Haworth) Limited
« Dial A Skip Service Limited

« George M Watson (Construction) Limited

« Gill Demolitions

« GW Butler Limited

e Harry Sanders Ltd

e John Hornby And Sons Limited

« Leeds Environmental Organisation Limited
e Miles J Delaney

« Mineral Resources (Yorkshire) Limited

e Mr Bryan Scott

« Omega Proteins Ltd

« P Waddington And Sons Ltd

« Skipton Properties

e Thomas Crompton Developments Ltd

« University Of Bradford - Estates And Facilities
« West Riding Crushing Services

« West Riding Waste Disposal Limited

e Yorkshire Poultry Products

« Yorkshire Water Services Ltd

Notification List
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Name and Address

Mr Matt Olley

Regional Planner
Countryside Properties
(Northern) Ltd

Mr Jim Smith
Group Asset Manager
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Name and Address

Group Asset and
Development Team
Bradford Community
Housing Trust

Mr Mike Benner
Chief Executive
Campaign For Real Ale

Ms Mhora Samuel
Director The Theatres Trust

Mr Paul Stock

Strategic Land Manager
North Country Homes
Group Ltd

Mr Sebastian Hanley
Dialogue Communicating
Planning

Katie Adderley
Planning Advisor
British Wind Energy
Association

Beverley Green
Littman Robeson

Nathan Smith/Dan Mitchell
Barton Willmore Planning
Partnership

C P Holland
Development Director
George Wimpey Northern
Yorkshire Ltd

Robert Taylor
Plot of Gold Ltd

Dianne Bowyer
DPDS Consulting Group
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Name and Address

Mick Young
Little Germany
Developments Ltd

David Short
The Emerson Group

Penny Trepka

Chris Creighton
Peacock and Smith

Depol Associates

Rev. John Nowell

Rev Sarah Groves

The Parish Priest
St Aidan’s Presbytery

Baildon Community Link

Ancient Monuments Society

Council for British
Archaeology

Society for the Protection of
Ancient Buildings

The Georgian Group

The Victorian Society

The Twentieth Century
Society

The Garden History Society

Andrew Bower
Renewables Developer
Npower Renewables

Hannah Philip/Claire
Mclntosh
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Name and Address

Vincent and Gorbing Ltd

Stewart Ross
DevPlan UK

Kate Anderson/Nichola
Sewell
Indigo Planning Ltd

Chris Smith
Indigo Planning

Beverley Butler
Leith Planning Ltd

The Abbeyfield Society

Colin Burnett
Burnett Planning &
Development

Rachel Pierce
Sanderson & Weatherall

Jamie Pyper
Land & Development
Practice

Chris Thomas
Chris Thomas Ltd
Outdoor Advertising
Consultants

Jason Tait
Planning Prospects Ltd

Trevor Sayle
Goldfinch Estates Ltd

Mr S MacPherson
Ben Rhydding Action
Group/Save Us Pub

Val Summerscales
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Name and Address

Bradford District Chamber
of Trade

John Goodwin/Kate
Broadbank
Carter Jonas

Faye Wilders
RPS

Conar Vallelly
How Planning

Mrs B Smith

Jemma Benson
Future Energy Yorkshire

Mr T Bendrien

Charles Patchett
Patchett Homes Ltd

Mr J P Lloyd

Martin Spiers

Felicity Wye
Planning Research
Manager

Tribal MJP

Duncan Hartley
Hartley Planning
Consultants

Tom Jones

Christopher Whitmore
Andrew Martin Associates

F M Lister & Son

Dr A Tupholme
Yorkshire Gardens Trust
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Name and Address

Tamsin Cowley
Dunlop Haywards Planning

Steve Hughes
Hurstwood Group

Mr Kurt Kunz
Gazeby Hall Farm

James Woffendin
David Wilson Homes
Northern

Edward Uwechue
DPP

Emma Knott
Purearth PLC

Mr C Narrainen

John Wilkinson
Trench Wood Barn

National Offender
Management Service
c/o Lambert Smith
Hampton

Atkins Global

Joanne Besford and Tony
Zacharczuk

Mr & Mrs Filligan

Vicki Richardson
Walton & Co

Jay Everett
Director
CB Richard Ellis Ltd

Kate Matthews
Assistant Planner
Firstplan
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Name and Address

Andrew E Brown
Land and Planning
Manager
Brookhouse Group

Laura Haworth

Rachael Probert
Taylor Young

Gemma Brickwood
Planning Potential

Annette Elliott

Retail Planning Liaison
Manager

Property Division —
Planning

The Co-operative Group
Ltd

Mr G E Tattersall

Jonathan O’Connor

Wendy Sockett
Planning & Development

Matthew Sheppard
Turley Associates

Vicki Ingleby
Turley Associates

Alistair Flatman
Scott Wilson

Claire Norris
Planning department
Lambert Smith Hampton

Louise Moody
Turley Associates
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Name and Address

Michael Brooke
Brooke Properties

The St John’s Centre

Tim Sharpe
Development Director
Magellan Properties Ltd

Jason Taylor

lan Moore
Honorary Secretary
Inland Waterways
Association

West Riding Branch

Bruce Barnes

Chris Darley

Abby Mann
BIC

Heidi Sobers

John & Judith Bolland

Sally Fletcher
Januarys

Frances Horne

Stephen Grimster
GVA Grimley

Simon Turner
Fox Land & Property

Greg Dickson
Turley Associates

Jennifer Winyard
Turley Associates
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Name and Address

Alastair Sim

Aneesha Jain
Turley Associates

Ben R Coles

Strategic Land & Planning
Manager

Taylor Wimpey UK Limited

Dr Henrie Lidiard
Saltaire Village Society

Anthony Greaves
Hallam Land Management
Limited

James Sheppard
Consultant
Development and Asset
Strategy

Jones Lang LaSalle

Anthony Barnet
Robinson Architects

Ali-Marie Ladwa

Luke Plimmer
Martineau

Mark Fisher

Facility Development
Manager

The Lawn Tennis
Association

Land & Development
Manager
Land & Development (B1)

Andy Rollinson
Rollinson Planning
Consultancy
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Name and Address

Andrew Roberts
Strategic Land manager
George Wimpey West
Yorkshire Ltd

Taylor Wimpey

Nadine lllingworth
Faxfleet Residents
Association

Mrs Samantha Maddocks
3rd Queensbury Guides

David J Rhodes
Oakenshaw Residents'
Association

Brian Pearson
Woodlands Cricket Club -
Oakenshaw

Mrs Patricia Hollings
New Horizons

Mrs Virginia Robinson
Dracup Lodge Day Nursery

Mr Richard Humpreys
Buttershaw Business and
Enterprise College

Cannon Gordon Dey
Holmewood Community
Council

Pastor Warren Evans
Bierley

Community Association &
Bethel Community Church

Mr Rob Martin
Saltaire Village Society

Revd Cannon Tony Parry
New Testament Church of
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Name and Address

God

Mrs Betty Waterhouse
Sutton Community
Association

Mrs Carol Woodley
Bolton Woods Community
Centre

Mr Stan Burston
Wyke Christian Fellowship

Mr William Barraclough
Wyke Armature Rugby
League Club

Mr David Reynolds
South Bradford Community
Network

Mr Geoff Twentyman
Low Moor Local History
Group

Mrs Caroline Heward
The Salvation Army

Jean Sopyla
Bradford South & West Live
at Home Scheme

Jeannette Cummings-Smith
Sunningdale & Manor Park
NHW

Andrew Thorby

Rev. David Kennedy
C of E St Johns

David Barry Clark
Lidget Green Community
Partnership
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Name and Address

Mr Frank Kirk

Mr Brian Rhodes

Mr Jim Smith
Incommunities

Mrs Rose Carol McKenny
St John’s Luncheon Club

Mrs Berna White

Mrs June Stenson
Aldersgate Parent / Toddler
Group

Mrs Jeanette Alderman

Mrs Sharon Rushworth
Highfield Healthy Lifestyle

Mr Richard Hackford
Shipley Constituency Area
Panel Advisory Group
(SCAPAG)

Mr Arnold Butterfield
Sedbergh Youth &
Community Centre

Mr David Wilford
Holme Christian
Community

Ms Liz Wooles
Royds Advice Service

Miss Hayley Marshall
Southmere Primary School

Mrs Carole Southwell
H.B.P Residents
Association
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Name and Address

Mrs Shelia Philpott
Forster Community College

Revd Mark Woodhouse
Holme Church / Holme
Christian Community

Mark Williams
Miller Homes Limited —
Yorkshire

Mrs Mandy Miller
Secretary

Mossdale Residents
Community Group

Miss Karen Hodgson
Scholemoor Beacon

Mr Andrew Robertson
Barnardo’s Allergrange
Community Service

Yvonne Oliver
Partnership Development
Manager

Mr Ken Knight
Micklethwaite Village
Society

Mr Allan Mirfield
Eldwick Memorial Hall Trust

Trish Lambert

Alan Black

Simon Artiss
Planning Manager
Bellway Homes
North West Division
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Name and Address

Mr Anthony Casson
lyss Localities West

Martin Walsh
Martin Walsh Associates

Steve Gibbs
Principal Consultant
The Arley Consulting
Company Ltd

Mrs Imogen Scotney
Scott Wilson




Local Development Framework for Bradford 90

3.0 APPENDIX 3 - REPRESENTATIONS

3.1

3.2

This section contains the all the representations received on the Waste

Management DPD: Issues Options as of 29" January 2010.

The 17 respondents are listed below:

© ® N o g bk w D=

|\ JN N U . U U U U U G-
© © ©® N o g~ w N~ O

Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

Martin Walsh Associates

Lancashire County Council

Earth Tech & Skenska

Highways Agency

West Yorkshire Archaeology Advisory Service
P Casey

English Heritage

Theatres Trust

Steeton-with-Eastburn Parish Council

Aire Valley Environmental

Government Office for Yorkshire and the Humber
Yorkshire Forward

Burley Parish Council

Environment Agency

Coal Authority

Minerals Planning Group

Bradford Wildlife Group

Waste Disposal Authority (WDA)

Waste Management and Environment Improvement Committee
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1. YORKSHIRE WILDLIFE TRUST

wildlife
TRUSTS
Yorkshire Wildlife Trust YORKSHIRE

1 5t Geoge’s Place, Yol YO24 16N Tel: 01904 659570 Fax 01004 613467  Emall; imfo@ywh.org ik www.ywt.ong.uk

21% December 2009.

Thank you for consulting the Yorkshire Wildlife Trust on the Bradford Waste Management DPD, a
response follows.

Question 1:

How should CBMDC work jointly with neighbouring local authorities and those
where the District currently exports its waste?

Actions could include:

O Information sharing relating to key waste data indicators, their analysis and
interpretation;

O Collaborative working on emerging waste DPD's and their reviews;

C Commenting on waste related planning applications; and

O The commissioning of joint reviews, data updates and specific waste related
studies.

All of the above. Cooperation with adjacent authorities will have many advantages and lead to
more efficient waste planning.

Question 2:
Are there any local circumstances which would lead us to depart from these
objectives, if so what are they and what should the objectives be?

Question 3:
Do we need to allocate sites for all categories of waste or do we just need to allocate
sites for MSW and C&| waste?

Just sites for MSW & C&l

Question 4:
Is it sufficient to have criteria based policy in place for ‘other’ (all categories of
waste excluding MSW & C&I waste) categories of waste?

Question 5:

Are these realistic levels of waste to be planned for within the DPD or should we be
planning for different levels of waste? If so, what level of waste do you see as being
maore appropnate / realistic?

If the message of ‘reduce, re-use, recycle’ is reinforced and sustainable systems are being
followed then net MSW should be lower despite projected growth in population.

Question 6:

Through the DFD the Council can include planning approaches which assist in
reducing waste arisings such as promoting the on-site reuse or recycling of waste
and how waste is processed for example.

Are there other approaches to minimising waste arisings that the Council should
promote in the DPD?
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+ FEducation
s Clear messaging
+  Community training/workshops

+ Directory/signposting of alternative waste disposal i.e. second hand furniture stores,
local recyeling centres (Orinoco, Oxford for e.g.), homeless shelters, composting
schemes.

s  Charity run businesses adjacent to waste disposal sites where material which could be
taken out of the waste stream is sold. There are a number of successful operations and
apparently there is one at Kings Lynn.

Question 7:
Are there any local circumstances that would lead us differ from the national and
regional policy aspiration to maximise the recycling and re-use of waste?

Question 8:
Should criteria based policies be considered for the provision of waste management
facilities for agricultural and ‘other’ types of waste arising rather than site specific?

Agricultural waste is frequently valuable for the production of methane

Issue 1 Option 1: Focus on consolidating and increasing capacity at existing
facilities across the District, and recognise that some waste will need to be managed
outside Bradford.

Issue 1 Option 2: Provide additional sites and capacity to manage growing waste
arisings within the District.

Issue 1 Option 3: Provide additional sites and capacity to manage more waste than
is praduced in the District, allowing scope to import and handle waste from other
places in the future?

Issue 1 Option 4: Work with adjacent authorities to identify appropriate sites /
facilities to accommodate waste arisings as closely as possible to their source?

Issue 1 Option 5. Minimise waste production / arisings across the District through
appropriate planning policies, therefore minimising site allocations required.

Question 9
Which option or combination of options for Issue 1 are the most appropriate and
why?

Options 4&5 offer the most sensible and sustainable solutions. Minimising waste should
always be the main priority but where this has not been possible facilities should be located
close to their source to reduce their carbon footprint.

Question 10

Assuming Option 2 andfor 3 are preferential, what type of facilities should be
provided.

N/A
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Question 11
What other options should be considered?

Increase recycling capacity or look te neighbouring LAs to accommodate increased recycling.

Issue 2 Option 1: Concentrate waste management facilities in a small number of
strategic sites.

Issue 2 Option 2: Identify a large number of small sites dispersed across the District
for waste management purposes.

Question 12: Which option for Issue 2 is the most appropriate and why?

A combination of Options 1 and 2. Smaller local sites are more sustainable and will be easier
to decommission should less sites be needed in the future. Larger sites may be more
appropriate for some types of infrastructure.

Question 13: Should different approaches be applied to different waste streams?

CQluestion 14: Are there any other options that should be considered for Issue 27

Some mineral extraction sites may have very high potential for restoration to increase
biodiversity and connectivity of habitat. To use such sites for landfill would be contrary to
PPS9.

Issue 3 Option 1: Test all sites on the initial long list within the area of search,
excluding those in the Green Belt other than existing facilities.

Issue 3 Option 2: Test all sites on the initial long list, including new potential sites in
the Green Belt.

Question 15:
Which option is the most appropriate and why? Are there any other alternative
options?

There does not appear to be a criteria in the list of factors considered in para 5.10 to take
account of biodiversity or the potential to enhance sites and increase habitat connectivity. A
further option would be to exclude sites which if used would have a negative effect on
biodiversity. Some brownfield sites in urban areas may be very biodiverse and valuable for
wildlife and some sites in the green belt may not be so valuable.

Issue 4 Option 1: Test the long list of potential waste sites (appendix 1) against the
Municipal Solid Waste and Commercial & Industrial waste facility location criteria as
identified.

Question 16: Are these the right criteria and weightings? If not, then please say why.
Are there any additional criteria required?

See above, answer to question 15.
Issue 5 Option 1: Include criteria based policies in the Waste Management DPD that
require the maximisation of on-site recycling and re-use of construction and

demolition waste as part of the development process to minimise waste arisings.

Issue 5 Option 2: Include a criteria based policy for locating new and expanded
construction and demolition waste management facilities.



94

Issue 5 Option 3: A combination of Options 1 and 2.

Qluestion 17: Which option do you consider the most appropriate and why?
QOption 1.

CQluestion 18: Are there any other options that should be considered?

Issue 6 Option 1: Identify potential new sites for managing hazardous waste now
even though such capacity may not be required in the short term plan period.

Issue 6 Option 2: Do not identify potential new sites for managing hazardous waste as they are not

required in the short term period.

Issue 6 Option 3: Develop a criteria based policy approach for locating ‘other’ waste
management facilities, including hazardous and agricultural waste.

Issue 6 Option 4: Develop a policy approach combining either Option 1 or 2 with
Option 3.

Qluestion 19: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 6 and

why?

Question 20: Is it appropriate to assume that agricultural waste will be dealt with at

point of origin, rather than requiring new facilities / sites to be identified?

This is the practice that is promoted to farmers under the GAEC requirements of the CAP.
Question 21: Should the DPD consider any other types of waste?

Issue 7 Option 1: Through the inclusion of appropriate criteria based policies,

encourage the use of alternative technologies for the treatment of residual waste

through limiting landfill capacity within the District.

Issue 7 Option 2: Provide additional landfill capacity within the District through the
identification of suitable sites within the Waste Management DPD.

Issue 7 Option 3: Provide a combination of both Options 1 and 2.
Issue 7 Option 4: Utilise the existing sub-regional capacity in the first instance, but
still provide additional landfill capacity within the District through the identification

of suitable sites within the Waste Management DPD. Any identified additional landfill
capacity only to be utilised when the sub-regional capacity nears exhaustion.

Question 22: Which option do you consider the most appropriate for Issue 7 and
why?

Option 1. This would send out a robust message to the public and encourage a concerted
effort to reduce waste.

Qluestion 23: For Issue 7 Option 2, should additional capacity be identified in existing
or new sites?

Question 24: Are there other options that should be considered for Issue 77
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As a nation we should be looking to other EU states who are managing their waste more
effectively.

Sara Robin

Conservation Officer (Planning)
Yorkshire Wildlife Trust

1 St George's Place

York

Y024 1GN

Telephone: 01904 615581
Email: sara. robin@ywt.org.uk
Website: hitp://www.ywt.org.uk

Yorkshire Wildlife Trust is a company limited by guarantee. Registered in England Number 409650.
Registered Chanty Number 210807. VAT Number 170391475, Registered Office: 1 5t George's
Flace, York, YO24 1GN.
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2. Martin Walsh Associates

Bradiord MOC Washe Managemei Dessdopimein Plas Docus i e L Opliors Pager

Reference Mame: Site Ref -

Address: ASSOCIATED WASTE HAMAGEMERT LIMITED
VICTORIA WORES
BARHARD ROAD, BRADFORD, BD4 7DY

Site Location
@ urban 0O Swberban O Village O Ruralfisland Site

The site is best describad as a:
& Agricultural Land or Workings O Exhausted Minerals Working
3 Public Depat 0 Civic Amenity
O  Exhawsted Minerals Working O ‘Warehouse/Distribution Park
O site for Specilic Decupiers O General Industry/Business Area
3 White Land [@ Other
WASTE TRANSFERE STATIOTH
Chwnership:

Public DPrivate E

Single @ 2 -3 0 Multiple O Approximate number of owners

Adjacent Uses:

Housing O Employment d0pen Space O Miked Use [ Othes O

Do the Current Dccupiers or adjacent uses cause any of the following?
O Moise pollution O Air poliution O Odowr EVHGV traffic O Land Contamination

O Significant car traffic O Dust O vibration O Attrack Vermin or Birds

Camrment:

Surrounding Envirarment

Very Good [ Good [ Average O Poor OVery Poar O

Comment: SITE IS SURROUNDED BY INDUSTRIAL USE

Augusl FI0S i ﬁ!gﬁ“cﬁ““‘?



Eadford MDLC Weasto Managarant Devalopmont Plan Dosumne s & Opions Papsr

Would a Waste facility be likely to cause a visual intrusion on the landscapa?

Yes O Only if it had a chimney flue O Mo @D

Proximity to Residential Areas:
Adjacent @ <500m D <1000m @ >1000m Bl Approximate Distance fm) 00"
Mearest Population Densities:

wow [ Mediumd  HighD  Comment;

Physical Constraints:
Slope O Groundwater O Warer Courses O Utifities O Tree Coverage O

Uneven Surfaces or Erosion O Backland O Other

Comment:"THE 51TE 15 IDEAL FOR R WASTE TEANSFER STATIOR

Foad access is
& Adequate for HEV & Car Traflic O Adeguate for Cars traffic Only O Inadeguate
O Access Investment Reguired [ Poor site visibility

Approximate Distance to Road [metres)

Hvailability, Is the site available for a waste facifity?

Yas B Partiatly O Available soon O Unlikely O Comment

General comments on site

Alrays diseribas siie, and varclite oy cosmgenrs von have (FLI

Photographs [G2-6) (minimum of 1 image per cluster)
Imaga number(s) { / / !

4 _GVAGrimley

Sy 2005 18
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Eadford MDLC Weasto Managarant Devalopmont Plan Dosumne s & Opions Papsr

feference Mame; Site Ref -

Address: ;o4 0T CANAL ROAD, SHIPLEY, BDZ 1AD

Site Location
@ Urban O Suburban O Vilage 0O Rural/|sland Site

Tha site is best described as a:

O Agricuttural Land or Workings O Exhausted Minerals Working
O Public Depot O Civic Amenity
0O Exhausted Minerals Working O warehouse/Distribution Park
0 site for Specific Dooupiers O General industry/Business Area
0 wWhite Land B Other
WRETE TRANSFER STATIOUN
Ownarship:
Public Private &
Single O 2 -3 0 Multiple O Approximate number of owners,
Adjacent Uses:

Housing O Emgloyment d0pen Spacs £ Mixed Use O Other O

D the Current Docupiers or adjacent uses cause any of the following?
[ Moize pollution O Air pollution O Odour £ HGY traffic O Land Contarmination

L1 Significant car traffle O Duwst O Vibration O Attract Vermin or Birds

Comment:
MEASURES HAVE KOW BEEN IMEPLEMENTED TO

SIGNIFICANTLY REDUCE/ELIMINATE THE LIST ABOVE

Surrounding Envirenment

Very Good O Good E Average O Poor DiVery Poor O

Commant: THE SURRCUMDING ENVIRCHMENT 1E:
TO WW - BCREAFYARD. TO NE - CRE PARK & INDUSTEIAL MILL
T0 EE - INDUETRIAL TKIT & OFFICES. TO EM - TRAIR TRACKS

SCRAFYARD & INDUSTRIAL

4 _GVAGrimley

Aaigpue 305 7
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Bradhord MOC Washe Managomiil Do velopiieit Plas Docusnant s L Oplion Popa

Would a Waste facility be likely to cause a visual intrusion on the landscape?

Yes O Only if it had a chimney flue O No @

Prowimity to Residential Areas:
Adjacent O =500m Q0 =1000m B =1000m O Approximate Distance {m)

Mearast Population Densities:

low [J Medivmd  Highd Cor t:

Physical Constraints:
Slope U Groundwater O Water Courses O Utilities 3 Tree Coverage O

Unesen Surfaces or Erosion [ Backland @ Other _ FLAT & ITEAL

Comment;

Road access is
& Adeguate for HGY & Car Traffic O Adequate for Cars traffic Only O Inadeguate
O Access |[nvestment Required O Poar site visibility

Approximate Distance to Road (metres)
ON RORD

Availability, |s the site available for a waste facility?

¥es B Partially O Available soon O Unlikely O Commant

General comments on site

Adways ilescribis sire, nod anclnde any comments vew bave (F1)

Phatographs (G2-6] {mindmum of 1 image per cluster)
Image numbser(s) / ! / I

st 2008 s _GVAGrimley
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Eradiord MO Waste Management Development Plan Document Issues £ Optons Paper

HARLCIORE RECYCLING

Reference Mame: Site Ref - F.1l.
HAMMERTON STREET, BRADFORD BH/F.1.4

Address: ;12 MMERTON STREET, SRADFORD

Site Location
B urban O suburban O vilage O Rural/island Site

The site is best described as a:

O Agricultural Land or Warkings O Exhausted Minerals Working
O Public Depot O civic Amenity
O  Exhausted Minerals Working O warehouse/Distribution Park
O site for Specific Occupiars O General Industry/Business Area
B s EMCDRE RECYCLING
Ownership:
Public DPFrivate £
Single & 2 -3 0 Multiple O Approximate nurmber of owners,
Adjacent Lises:

Housing 3 Employment D0pen Space 0 Mixed Use [ Other O

Do the Current OQiccupiers or adjacent uses causa any of the following?
0 Moise pollution 3 Ajr poflution O Odour B HEGY traffic O Land Contamination

0 significant car traffic O Dust O Vibration O Attract Vermin or Birds

S H - IKCUOSTRIAL W - LIGHT IMDUSTRY

E - OFFICES 5 - MIXED USE

Surrounding Envircnment

Very Good O Good O Average [ Poor OVery Poor O

Comment: ™21TE 15 CENIRAL TO AN INDUSTRIAL AREA

N o _GVAGrimley
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Eradford MOC Wiasta Managarant Dealapment Plan Dosaie s & Options Papsr

Would a Waste facility be likely to causa a visual intrusion on the landscape?

Yes O Onlyif it had a chimney flue O Mo @

Proximity to Residential Areas:
Adjacent O <500m 0 <1000m O >1000m © Approximate Distance (m) NILES BNES
Mearest Population Densities:

tow 0O MediumE  Highd Comment:

Physical Constraints:
Slope O Groundwater O Water Courses O Utilities O Tree Coverage O

Uneven Surfaces or Erosion O Backland B Other

Comment: S EaEONARLY FLAT SITE

foad access is
& adequate for HEY & Car Traffic O Adeguate for Cars traffic Only O Inadequate
A Access Investment Reguired O Poor site visibility

Approximate Distance to Road [metres)

Availability, Is the site available for a waste facifity?

Yas O Partially O Available soon O Unlikely O Comment

Ganeral comments on site

Alrays disoribes s, aod welode g coseosars von have (FL)

Photographs (G2-6) [rminimum of 1 image per cluster)
Image numbers) / / / f

4_GVAGrimley

A 2009 18
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Bradfonl MIC Wasls Managemen! Deesiopmen Plam Doaprent |ssue & Cphios Paper

Reference Mame: Site Ref -

Address: SCRAPYRRD LOCATED AT CORMERE OF GHIPLEY FIELDS RORD
M0 CRMAL RDOALR, BHIPLEY, BDZ. 1AQ
Site Location
B urban 0 Suburban O Village O Rural flsland Site

The site is best described as a:
3 Agricultural Land or Workings O Exhausted Minerals Working
3 Public Depot O  Civic Amenity
O Exhausied Minerals Working O ‘Warehouse/Distribution Park
O Site for Specific Occupiers O General Industry/Business Area
Q  White Land [ ggﬂy‘:’mn

Ohwnership:

Public Ofrivate £

Single [ 2 -3 0 Multiple O Apgroximate number of owners

Adjacent Lises;

WASTE TRANESFER ETATION
& HOAISING

Housing O Employment DOpen Space 0 Mived Usa [ Other O

Do the Current Occupiers ar adjacent uses cause any of the following?
O Noise pollution O Air pollution O Odower D HGEY traffic O Land Contamination

O Significant car traffic O Dust O Vibration O Attract Vermin or Birds

CRemeni: MEASTRES HAVE MNOW BEEN IMPLEMENTED TO

SIGNTFICAMTLY REDUCE/ELIMIKATE THE LIST AROVE

Surrpunding Enviranment

Very Good O Good O Average & Poor Overy Poor O

Comrmemt: TEE CURRCUNDING SNVIROEMENT 10
TO WK - HICH EISE FLATS. TO ME - LARGE INDUSTRIAL MILL
T LE - AWM WALTE TEAHSFEER CTATION. TO UH - TRAIN TRACHD

AR - {_GVAGrimley



Breactiord MO Waste Management Dewlopment Plan Documenl ssues & Opbons Paper

Waould a Waste facility be likely to cause a visual intrusion on the landscape?

Yas O Only if it had a chimney flue O No

Proximity to Resbdential Areas:
Adjacent B <500m Q0 <1000m O >1000m O Approximate Distance {m}
Mearest Population Densities:

Low Mediumd  Highld Comment:

Fhysical Constraints:
Slape O Groundwater O Water Courses O Utilities O Tree Cowverage O

Uneven Surfaces or Erosion O Backland @ Other _ FLAT & IDEAL

Comment:

Road access (s
@ Adequate for HGV & Car Traffic O Adegquate for Cars traffic Only O Inadequate
O Access Investment Required O Poor site visibility

Approximate Distance 1o Road (metres)
H ROGAD

Auailability, ks the slte avallable for @ waste facility?

Yes B Partiably O Available soon O Unlikely O Cormment

Ganeral comments on site

Almare describies site. and inclades pmy commnents yon have (F1)

Fhotographs [(G2-6) (minimum of 1 image per cluster)
Image number]s) / ! ! /

PO LT " {_GVAGrimley
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Wasra Management Document, Supplemtentary Informatea: DWW
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pplemeniany Inforuanon: TR

Waste Managzeureill DaCimnent. 56
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Waste Maomagement Docnment, Supplementary Infonmation: TRV

Canal Road, Wesr of Gas Holders
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Waste Maomagement Docnment, Supplementary Infonmation: TRV
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Waste Maomagement Docnment, Supplementary Infonmation: TRV
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Waste Managsment Document, Supplsmeniory Infonmation: DW
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Waste Management Docunient, Sipglemneeiiary Infosmation: DWW
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Waste Maomagetoent Docnment, Supplementary Infonmation:; TRV
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3. LANCASHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL

Ben Marchamnt

From: Murser, Louss [Louse NursenBlancashine gov uk]
Sant: 30 Dacember 2009 13:.00

Ta: LOF Cansultation

Bubject: Issuas pnd Ophons consuttafion

I have no cormment 1o maka relaling 1o his dociiment.
Besl wishes
Laoiiee

Louiss Nurser

Frincipal Planning Officer | Waste & Minerals Policy
Erivi it Directorate

Guild House | Cross Strest

Frestan | PR1 BRD

Tel {01773) 534136

Far more Information on Waste and Minerals Policy in Lancashire please visit our website
www lancsmwdf com

b i

This a-rmad Ladres informaior mlended for T addn only.
It vy b confadariial and M e i sbjest of Kgal andhor profissional privkage
¥ oy are nol e ackirmeeme you am rod authon=ad In dessemenale. defritate, opy or uses this e-mail or any atacement ol

This coriant Mgy’ b pereonal of contain pasoral apineons and unlea spacilically staled o follosad o in wiiling, e ool canr ba
ke b form s contract of 1o be an sxpeesson of the County Counell s poaitor,

Loreashirg County Courd] Mo i ighl 0 Moo ol Ioeming and cugoing amal

Larcashire Courty Courl has faken mazomable steps be ansure tal crigong communcalions do not contan malicees sehwam and
5 o responsiidy 1o camy out oy chechs om This email before secopling the emal and opening ahachmants

i i i e

Larcashing, & plas whars avidpore fiales

b i i
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4, EARTH TECH AND SKENSKA

Hoolt Wilson Lid Frovel Court, Bl Gloss, Chestedieid, Dettyshie, 541 751 United Kirgdom
T o+l (D47 25 20 227 7 el (050200 208 229
LG

Bradford Local Devalopmmant Framewerk Group Ciur Pk 0 AG TAGOT
FAEEFUST MEA11445 ’
PO BOX 1086 Tor Bl

Hradforg . 4l
801 1BR Caim: 18" Decembar 2000

By E-muil and Poesi

Dear Sefdadam,

CITY OF BRADFORD METROPOLITAN MSTRICT COUNCIL WASTE MAMAGEMENT DPD ISSUES
AND OFTIONS CONSULTATION

‘Wa wrte an babal of Earth Tach and Skanska (ETE] o subma the attachad schedule of raprassriabons in
reenpeectof I above.

I ks e &y cueariss -of maquing any luifher nlosrmation & o, please don'’t hesitale o sontact me.

Yours sincanaly
for SCOTT WILSON LTD

Y

Imegen Scoinay
hinerals and Waska Gomsuitan

Diiwescs! L +84 {0} 1246 244 578
ezl mogen. scolney @ scotiwilssn.com
Ere:  Behedule 1: Fepréesanafions

o Wark Tribe, Skanska

ScoH Wilans Lid - Part ofsn e it W Fgroup
Lt O b i, gt L S o, < L o, P TP LI k] A e




Schadula 1

CAMOC Waste Managerest DOL brepes and Options: h
Representabons by Earth Tech Sharsia [ETS)

T

1.2

Introduction

Ganeral

Thes document s=is out tha esponse of Eorth Tech Skanska (ETS) m relabon fo tha City o
Bradfard Metropolian Cistrict Councd (CEMOC) Wasta Management DPD: Isswas and Cplions
consLfiation decumeant, pubdshad on 5 Novemters 2008

ETS & a colaborative vaniure Fonmead belaeet Eah Tech Enginedning Lid (Eath Teddn) and
Skanska nfrestniciune Develpment UK Lid {Skanska),

About Earth Tech and Skanska

Eanh Tech inow AECOM Dasign &nd Buld) = ang of the leading praviders of geatachinical,
environmental and waste maragement services in the UK, wath capabiliies inclading
engmeanng, remediation, consinicton, contrect operations and management, ai gquality
management, water pnd wasiewsler spnaenng, sokd ‘waske managamant and tronsport and
infrasiructure anginesrng

Skarska B ong of the world's lsading construchon grodps with experise i consinction,
development of commercial ard residential projecis - snd publc-pivale pernerships. The
company figs capability i avery Bspect of Ihe constructon, devedopment end indrastracturs
process - from gesign right through s Tedliies managaman, wih specialist skils rangng from
pEing and foumdabions, through machanical end slecinoal engneanng and seal dacking tooml
engneaing and LEites work

ETS ig currentty warking in oollaborabon n respect of a number of long 1eem lodal aulhority
wiasie freatment confracts inchudng the Bradiced and Calderdale Waste Partmershipp PFI

profact

Dlecmmbzer JEH
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Scheduls 1
CANDC Wasts Management DR |ssyes and Options. w

Represenbations by Earth Tech Shareka [ETS)

2

Consultation Response

This following seis out ETS's respomse to the key questions and aptians posad in relation o tha
CEMOE Waste Managamerd DPL: Issues and Opsons corsuliation document. The quashon
numbenng used below is taken tram the consutation papsar.

Question 1

How showfed CAMOC wark jomlly willh segibounng bocal awthonties and Fase whee the
Dnsinct corenily axpons s wass

Achons coud inckke
=  miommation sharng refaing fo key waste oale hcators, dhel eamlsis  ang
inderpvetation;
= colabarative warking on emerging DPDE and ey rewaws;
*  covmmenfirgy an washe ralatad plennimg appbcahons: and
* e COMIIESAVIIN OF joird revWews, Jale upaales and speciic Wasle ralafed ShATes.

It is consdared tet CEMDC should work ngedhar with neighbourng local authartias within
West Yorkshire b find jomt solutions for waste management whara such soltions offer
banafits in terms of proximite’, affordabiity and swstainability, atc. Excapt in the casa of
spaciaist facilfies which are designed o manage single waste streams or hazardous wasles
far exarmpla, i shoukd be recognised that prosimity and sustainability criteria are unlikely 1o be
et if such joind Taciliies manags waste arising om of rensported o lecations outside af the
West Yorkshing sub-ragion,

Connacted with this, CBMOC should consider, in prapanng tha Waste Managsment DPD, hat
it walll Bre relewant not simgly @ plan @ manage gl of the waste anmsing within e adrminisrative
area of Sradiord but that some of Eradiord’s wasie s likely 1o be exparted while wasta Trom
oiher neighbouring local authoriies may bs imported,

Infommadiaon shanng, data updates and collaboratre working on emarging DFCDs and ther
raviews s tharafora parficularty impariard, so that CBMEC can fully appraciaba, sber aba;

» changing circumsiances o naighbouring kecal authorbes; and

+  any naed 1o change the level of waste manajement facility provision in Bradiord as a
resull of chenges m the typa and amount of waste mpored o and seported from
Bradfiord,

and thus CBMOC is sble % plan accordingly.
Questian 2

Ara there any locad cocumsiances which wou laad vs i depar fom Hese ayechves, # s
wiat are they and whai shaw'd e abiecivas ba?

" Whilst the lerm proamits prinaple’ n PPG ) has now besn replaced by ‘one ol the nearss! appropnate metalbibone’ in PRS0 e
ke prosimiy B il ssd within T MapoRsd & o corvameinl Shorthand.

Decammber 2009
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Schedule 1

CANDC Wasts Management DR |ssyes and Options: b

Represeniabions by Earth Tech Shareka (ETS)

I the abjectives ara raad holisticaly, they ara broadly suppored. Howswar, o the third poink is
readd in isolation, CEMDC = mvied 10 nole that it s approprinte (and m accordance with
national planning guikdance as stated in PPS10) 10 plan for an aporopise contribution to the
wiste nieeds of the sub.fegion and not just e Bradiord communiy

Question 3

Do we nasd o alincare sias fov aif categones of waste ar do we LSt nesd o alocate sias for
MEW and C& wasle®

1 is considerad that CBMIOC shauld prionlise, sbowve oiler cabegonas of waste, tha alocation of
suitabie sites o deal with MEW and Comemercial ard ndusirial (CE1) weste

Question &

Ara tiase reabsle e’y of washe i ba panrsd for wehin the 0P0 or should we ba planming
far differant fevals of wasfe® f so whai fewal of waste do youw sea as bewng mara

appraprisiafealstic?

It &5 appropiste that the staming poirt Tor the Wasle Management DPD & fe plan o the
pmjected waste amsngs for Bradiord that are contamed within the publishad RSS (tha
Yarkshira and Humber Pan, 2008} - m the ahsence of CBMDC having its own, potenbaly mora
accurata, figures.

The tigures that are presented in the Bsues and Opans consultation document ene taken from
a presious drafl of the RSS (the Secretary of Stale's Proposed Changes, JZ007) amnd nol rom
the Tinal, published Plan [the regson for this s wnclear). The figures contained wilhin ha
publshed Plan are as follows (MSYW and CRI waste misings, tonnes per annum far Bredford):

hiSW .1}

2010 - 278,000 M0 - 62,000
015 - 296,000 W15 - 636,000
2021 - BB HE - 640,000

These fgures vary shghtly from Mose contained within the draft Plan (ihe MSW Tigures are
alightly higher in the published version). i is thase Roures which it & considersd should be
referenced within the Waste Management DPD and which CBMEC should use &5 8 slarting
paint 1o plan for wasta management throughaut the Plan panod

Az mansoned abave (in respansa to Cweaston 1) it will ba ralevant for CEMOC nat simply o
plam o managa al of iha weste arisng within the administrobve area of Bradiord but o
comaider tal some of Bradiords waste s Bkely w0 be exporied while waste from other
neighbouring local aulhorites may be mporied.

Lastly, it is stated within the consultation document that it is intandad the Wasts Maonagsment
DPCH will cowar a penod of 15 years and il s antcipated that the DPD will ba adopled m sany
2011, In which case, there is a gap of five years where data on projecied washe ansings is not
evallable (Le. the Tgures in the RSS only go up to 2021, whereas e Plan period is insended to
reach up ko 20261, How will the waste ansings for e last fve years be projected? It s tought

D mbser 2008
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Schedule 1

Rapreseniations by Earth Tech Skarska [ETS)

that the DPD shoakd condain a projection for waste ansings fhreughout the Flan penod {Le.
2011 o 2026) and alse maintain capacity sufficent (e, af least 10 yvears of the annual
requiramant - sea PPS 10, para 1 &) throughout the Plan panod

Cuestion &

Thiaigl e DED the Coecl can Vciade aming soproaches which oot o reoucing wess
arfsigE such 4% proobig the ansite reuse of recpoling of aste amd how waste is prosessad
far examoie.

Ara there cther aporeacies o MyHTSTAT washe ansings fat i Coumcd shoula promots w7 the
[P

CBMODE: should encoursge aducation initisireas whech ara aimed at mproving  public
understanding of wasie and resowce management generally and which promate wasie
minimiEation, reuse and recycing

Alchough mast of the mears by which this objeciiva can be achieved fall outsida the influenca
of tha planning systam, vistar’education centras for example can be provided alongside large
scake waska racycling. recovery and treatment facikbes, allowing 1ha public access ko
appreciate and support mone sustsnabda fonms of waste manapemsn.

Question 2

Hiwch ponmn or combimahon of poimng for e T ara e mos! aamropnane ang why?
It is thawght that a combination of cpticns e, o and three is preferable:

Firstly, thare 18 & need to safeguand exisling waste management Tecities that will continue to
confribile significantly o waste management nfrasiiciure in Bradiond in the Tulure. The
inciusion of such faclilies'sites aithin the Waste Maragemeant DPD should be conditional on
the sites baing appropriate in planning 16rms - 8. in closa proximity D uban areas, wihin 1km
of the sirategic highway natwork and not subjact o significant snvironmental confraings (8.9
within the Gresn Bell or edjacent 1o a 5551, eic.). CEMDC should, in The first instance, seak 0
utikss the potental for daveloping existing waste management Tacilities and oppoetunities b
davelap thase siles (2.9, 1 increase oparalional efciency andion % maximise oppanunities for
recycling amd racovary of wasta) should be supparied. This has 2 number of bapafits. such as:

= esteblshed weste mansgement use [in panning erms);

= gstablehed highywsy infrastniciune and routng of vehicles;

#  estabished faciity for cusomers,

# |ocal pecaptanca of the sie for wasta management use; and

=+ sustainabls use of Eisting assals.
Tha document doas not cumenty inciude provision for safeguarding (and. potentially,
davedapment] of suilable existing wasle memagement sites bl 0Ok understood, from

attendancea at the Stakehakler Event held in Bradford on 87 Decamber 2009, that it is intanded
tihe Wiasle Managemsant DPD will do s

Db 2009
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Schedule 1
CERDC Veasts Marogemean DPD: e and Optone: D
Bmprasantriors by Earts Tech Slaanska (ETH)

I = recopnisad thad, m addhion to devaloping'sxpanding exisling facilfas where possible (and
appropmate mplanning lemms), Here wil be a need % allocets new sites for developmsnt in
order o manage he waste arisng within Bradiord and also (6s mantioned previoushyl o alow
seeps b0 impon end hands waste from ather, nelghbowring local autharities in future

Ouestion 10

Az Ciotion 2 anokior 3 predered, whal type of Boiibes should be provicad?

It 15 thought thor CEMDC should prontise the developmant of large scoale recyclng, racovary
and realmant fBcifies, preleratly With a range of facilities co-locatsd on one aita, in close
proaimity i uban aneas and within Thin of he Strategic heghway netvark

All of the above sl help 10 ensure that e Coundl mowes warcs mane sustainable wasts
managamant solutions, with fawer waste miles tavellsd and movemend of a signficant
proporion of Bradford's wosta highar up the waste hissonchy

Cuestion 12
Which apdian fior lese 2 i the most appropate amd wfy?

It i corsdered shat the most appropnsa opsion for CEBMDC, with regerd to-the memagemeant of
MsW pnd CRI wasta, &5 o concandrale the development of waste monagement faclities
{inchdirg rasidual waste reatment} on a small umber of sites, sirabagpcaly and epprognately
ocatiad,

It i likedy hat large scaks. stratedic waste reatment Taalilys) sloukl be supperted by & range
of othar, smpiles faciitas (3.9 in tha cesa of MSW this could moluge Bang Sites, Housshoid
‘Waste Racychng Facilties and Transler Statons|

Cuestion 15
Vithich apsitan iz I micst Gooronsane ood Wiy Ara hers any oier alemmative oohions?

All sites {exciuding Thase within the Grean Belt and those which oo not mest the minimum sis
=iza of [L5 hat shoukd be teshad

ETS suppors CBMDEs approach, which = not to include any sibas wathin the Gresn Bel
urdass an insuficient numrber of sies are identified 93 swkable in e ase of Saarch pot within
1 Gresan Belt {Ints reflecs national planneng guidance and 10 0001 an altsmeins spproach
Wi b unsonind).

Cuestion 18

Are Hiase e pgid criwnn and weiphlimgs? et then plaase say why Are there any addibanal
erfarin FeninedT

With regard io Fagure 14 (Site Location Impact Crieria), it considened hers e Naws with he
apgroach aken. The minimum wbe s@a values given for most of the tacdilies generally appear
mapsonable Howaver, the walue gvan for m-vassed compostng and amassoiic dipastion s not
partcularty hedphd (<25 ha) as 1t con ba intarpreted as @ minmum site s of amywhers
between 0 and 2.5 ha is required for thess fao bechnology Sypes The femander of me
AsasssmEnt Crilens (e 'Creates ainnosaieter polution eic.) &ns hought 1o be Nawed, Snce

Derembar 2000
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Scheduls 1
CANDTC Wasia Manageeasl DPDC ssuey and Dplions b

Pajsacieniatize by Earth Tach Sharaka [ETS|

afguatly aryevery wasle managemsnt acilay has the potertial [ give rsa 10 impacts on he
enuiranmant [dependng an the specifics of the scheme and the site el Fumhermone,
modem wasta managemant facikty, permitted by tha Emaronmeant Ageancy, will ba desgned
wiilhng effecinee pollubon condrol‘abatament tachnology. Lastly, suraly it = prefarabla that gl
wesid managament lacilies are developed n proxmity to waste ansngs (for sustainabity
reasons) and proamily fo other Tacilifies &=, sivdaly. b2nsficial noal casas wheanse ere as
process outputs resices hat nesd Turther management

11 1= not consdered ihat thes approach §i e tnang o dantify ihe impacts: of different tachnoiogy
types m arler 1o denlily suinble'unsuitable sies for esch speofic type of technology] s
nacessanty the best. An altemative approach would simply be o assass tha long list of skes
temms af kay critedla, e.q.

& prowimiby 40 arbem anaos;

o proximity io the strafage higheay netaon;
= physical conssraings:

= environmental consireints, eic

Sites which hawe bean assessed and do ned mesl e crderd can than b discaunisd and sgag
wihich di mest tha ontana can be put fonward Sogather with o nate adasing on the liksly typas
of techralegy {boadly speaking) whach wodd be suitable for dewelopment on & parficuiar site
(8.9 sites of =25 ha arg bealy it be suitable for o full range ol techrologias, siles with a
paricular constraind {20, reskential propemes ithin 250m may be unsuliable Tor [2ay]
veinddiow Compasting)

Tha comments made above in mespect of Figure 14 also apply o Figues 15
Cuestion 23
WTwch ophon do you cansider the most quorapnata far ssoe 7 and why?

It i undersiond from alending the Stakehalder Evant held in Sradord on 8" December 2008
that, i relation to ssue T, the teem residual waste' |s taken 1o meaan be very Bsk proportion of
the wasie (&8 post ecyching recovanyireatment, ede | and an axempda of this is tha ash from
an Erargy-from-Waste (ERY) facility. B does not maan, for sxamgle. the rasikdual MSW that
ramans sfter kamside racycling. Thes i not cumently clear in the document.

Ganarally speaking, recalual waste raciites should be located naer 10 e Source of the wWasha
(oo-located iF af &l possilbie). An axgmple af this £ an incinecaton baltom &sh processing Tadlily
Ipcabed an tha sama siteor adjpcent to an EAY or & wastersater trapimand Taciity locatad on the
sama site or adjacan 10 an Anaerabe; Digashon (AL fagdity
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5. HIGHWAYS AGENCY

Sals rogds, Fsiabls jourheys, Infarmed faveliss HIGHWAYS

AGENCY

Tonl Feos
Metwork Planning Manager [YAME)
3 South
Lateral
Bradiford Local Developrnent Framework Group 8 City Walk
FREEFOST NEA 11445 Leads L5117 9AT
PO Box 10648
Bradfard Direct Line: 0113 2834710
BD1 1BR
For the attention of Andrew Marshall £7 January 2010
Diaar Andray

Bradford Waste Management DPD

‘Wa woukd like to thank you for providing ws with the opportunity to comment upan the Bradford
‘Waste Managarneni DPD lssues and Options Report and the supporting decumentation
ncluding the Methadology Statement and Sustainability Appraisal. Enclosed is a completed
guestionnaire and below are a few addifional commants on the Waste Managermend DPD;
Izsues and Options Papsr as wall as the vanous other documents which were issued in
Movernber 2008

Waste Management |$sues and Oplions
Joint working with neighbouring local authorities

Questien 1: The Highways Agency sees joint working with neighbouring authorities as wery
important, particularly due b ol only e amount af waste currently axporied frarm B District
s also the amount of waste which 1% curently mporied. Therefore, the Desirict also needs o
wark jointly with those authorities which mport wasie to Bradiord Disfrict,

Chbjectives for waste management
The alrn of seif-sufficlency is wescomed a3 large amounts of waste are currently being exporied,

primarily 1o Wakafeid Districd, resulling in HG\ Irips on the Agency's Stralegic Road Metwork
{SRN). However, i does appear that the commitment to self-sufficiency is a liflle weaker now
that tt was in 2007, The Febnuary 2007 Topic Paper stated that the District “showld fook fo be
seif sufficient” in managing the waste It generates, whereas the cument [ssues and Options
agocument siates that the District i “fo e more seff-sufficiant” in managing its own waste® and it
B To minimise the amoun! & waste seal on ihe fandfi sifes within and awiside Bradford
Digdrict”

‘We consider that minimising fransport needs should be a consideration in inter-authaortty
déscusslons on sub-regional waste issues fo comply with the spint of PRS00

Forecas! fufure waste arisings

It is stated in paragraph 4.4 thal the grosdh in lotal waste ansings &S just 4%, however, the
mumbers in Figure 10 show that there is & 14% growth in waste arieings forecast. |8 this a
typing emor in paragraph 4.4 that ehould read 14%7

Fage 14l }
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HIGHWAYS
A NGY

Saly roads, Reliable jourmeys, Informed travalees

Thi fsied Tor naw wastie management facilities in Bradiord District

It is stated in paragraph 410 that existing Incidences of recycling and compoesting in Bradiord
siand at around 21% of total MSW generated for 200706, This would equate to around 55,000
tonnes currenthy belng recycled. |1 s stated that by 2021 a minimum of 158,000 tonnes of MSW
is required to be recycled, Paragraph 4. 10 states that infrasiruchure to meet the minimum reed
fed an additional 158,000 tonnes of MSW is requined. However, in the previous paragraph R
slates that 55.000 tennes of waste & currendly being recycled, Therefore, & thene only the need
for an additonal 183,000 tonnes?

Also the last bullet point of paragraph 4.1 1 states that further capacity would be needed for
367,000 tonnes of C&| waste, M, of the forecast 549,000 tennes, 214170 lonnes goes 1o land
fil and recovery capacity has bean estirmaled af 78,000 tannes. this results in capscity for
357,000 tonnes of waste required. |s there not aiready capaciy for C&l waste in the district?

The Agency would weicoms the significant improvemant in re-use, recycing and composhing to
b defivered through the PF1 and the Waste Management DPD.

Fsue I Location of Waste Sites

The Agency would be happy to comment on the long list of sites at the approprate time —vwe
nate that, in the Methodology Statement, that this st has been reduced to B5 sites. Whean
wild be the appropriate lime to comment on these Sites?

Issue 4 Locational Criteria Tor MSW and CEI Waste Management Facilities

The Methcdology Statement states that anly the shorfisted sites will be tested aganst the
locational criteria not thie long list as stated in lssue 4 Cption 1. W it be the long list of siles or
the short list of sites which are tested against the kecational criteria?

Waste Management DPD = Methodology Statemeent

Annex E of PPS10 sals oul a number of locational criteria, one of which {criteria 1) refabes 1o
traffic — “Considerations will include the suitability of the road netwerk and the extent to which
acoess would reqere rellance on local roade”. The implcation is that sites must minimise
irpact on local reads and be focused on the SREN and the primary Tocal’ road netaork.
Therafore, the Agency woud wish 1o see an addiional oilerion relating 1o the impact on the
Agencies SRM,

Waste Management DPD - Sustainability Appraisal Scoping Report Revision
Thera are 2 fransfer siations in the District:

«  Royds Way, Keighley - handles approximately 70,000 Upa
= Bowiing Back Lane, Bradiord - handles approximateny 180,000 tpa

Thise stis ulilise large 44 lonme road going haulage and sre open 362 days par year,
Currenthy the Bradford transfer station at Bowding Back Lane hauls to Welbeck landfill near
Waakefield, (contracted minimurm of 160,000 tpal: Keightey, Royds YWay transfer station hauds to
Shibadan Landfill near Skipion, operated by Yorwasie (confracted minimaen of 60,000 t'pa).
Landfill conlracts and in 2010 bul it & likely thal EMDC wil need to procure further andfi
condracks 1o 2015, The Keighley-Skipton movement has no impact on the SREN. The Bradford-
Wedtack moverment has bolal rellance on the SRM, Therefone, the Agency would not wish 1o
g2e any switch of "Keighley wasis o the Welback site when the landfill contracts beyoend 2010

are procursd.

Pagel ol



122

Hals ropds, RaiEtls ourheys, Infdrimad raveiisrs HIGHWAYS
AGEHNOY
et
_\_\-\_\_\_‘—\—\_\_‘_\_\_\_‘_ _'__._'_‘_'_,—l—
e — i

Fliease do getin touch if you have any gueries relating to cur comments. Flease note that | am
on matarnity leeve batween 15" January and 18" October, during thés time you should contact

my collsague Louise Wright louise wright@highways.gsi gov.uk

Yours sincerahy

“T_f*i::,

Tonl Rios
MO Yorkshire and the Humber Planning
Email; lonl ics@highways, g8 gov.uk

Fage 3ol 3



FOR OFFICE UOE DMLY

Hop N Ipta Enfered L Flicer

Form for commenting on the Core Strategy Issues and Options Further
Consultation

(9" November 2008 — 25" January 2010)

The Councll is consuling on the Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options, The document that
= available for public comment is the YWaste Management: Issuss and Options Report.

fou may photocopy this form or abtain further copies free of charge from the Council. The form
iz also available fo download on the Counci's website on www . bradford.gov, ukildr. It is
recommended that representations be made on this form as this helps us to consider your
comments propety. I you find 1 easer to answer the guestions on separate sheets please
#nsURE you are clear about the question you are answarng. Please comphete the form in black
ink, clear writing of fyping to aid processing, If you requine any assistance completing this form

Your Details:

Tetle.. Mrs...... Sumame. Rbos. ool L
Forenarme. . Tomi ..o

Address...3 South, Lataral, 8 Gity Walk, Leeds. L5111 BAT .. %
Crganisation: Highways AQency . .....occooin
TeleMo: Homie.._........._...._......... Work: 0113 2834710....._... Mobile

Fax; 0113 283 5387..._... Email: toni.rics@highways gei.gov.uk.. oo
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Waste Management DPD: Issues and Oplions Paper

Key Questions

Bradiord Conmgil | speking your views on e Wathe Managemen lesues and Oplons raised wilnin e Devalopenent Plan Docomen.

[see wa bradford goy ueAdh)

1. Howe soudd BRLES work jointly with reghbounng local asthonties and fhoze whens the Dsirct corrently saports iis wasis?
Artioms couid inchda:

= MMWWWHWWMMMWHWT“
s Coliacomtie working on smarging wasts DFDYs and their muvisws; ¥

s Commeniing on saste related pnning appications, and ¥

»  Tha comrmssioning of jnt revews, data updatis and Spediic masta rdated shides v

s To be more sellsufciont s managing our own wasta theousgh masisdsing oppoiuniies for wasle reduction and in tha %
ol wasle == mame, oy, compost and recover mestng regunal and rakoral tagets cver e pannd o 200G,

i To minmess the amount of ressdual washe senl on 4o landfil mies withn ard oirisde rasford Dencl. We need fo moke greater eifors o
dial mith cir cer masa sl e Disinc

s Toen=ue that saparded and new saete developments support Fe planmed growth and waste nesds of the Bradios community, and

s Towrk m odaborabion with nesght g ocal aihorties and waste mdustry operalons o ensure fhal subregoral waste s e
whactiealy comsitancd o planrad for, recoqrisng that each I02al suPonty wil Sack b MAnaga I own Wasla mone eTesivaly in the pos
penod whees this s the mest sutables ophion

2. Ara thara ory local dncusssiances siich would keod s b dapar from hesas objectives, i1 0 whal o they and what shoukd Tha olspcives ba®

The oty local cmumetance whch should be cormdered which would sl in a dep from these obecires i i there B an eesting wasle
hardiing Sty in 3 reighbouing authonty which is clomer 1o the poict of sourcs than o nearest samatiee pariculady if that meane poteetnl HGY
mireements on tha SRN com be remoeed. W hava sl sean g el o e o ot pezsad for tha nesw washs managoemant tacilly sforred o
in paragraghs 321-2.24 of T kst and Oplione documn.

3 Diowe renesd b allocals eries for 3l cotagonies of waste or doowe sl | 5 Ars the el of waste o ke phineed for withn the DPD malistic or
e B allocana e dor WSV and CLI| waie? Mﬂhw_hmlmﬂ'm:?ﬂnmhﬂd
A Catagaries of Wasta ] MW and CE'Waste Only WEESIE 140 YO e 38 being mone Jppropriate | maletic

Tha foreeasts of washe ansi hisrea e Ladesn o tha Yorkshins and

Az hazardous warsle = nol forecasd to nomase and d poboies are | ke 7
place thal requing The madssabon of oosio resycling and o-se of wgﬁ?’""‘“’"“ mm-JMan;-ﬁm -

m“mmm“hhwm“ mwmﬂ try E mﬁﬂnmhrmdmhhl‘ﬂ
oo H:l:"'“ﬂ‘:“’;mﬂ f““'-w i Offiea fo Yokish Hurmitsarsicka in 2007 (Wasts Srizios
g it muu Mmmmmmhmwmmnssmw
'ﬁmﬁﬂlmﬂmmml&lml[ﬂﬁlﬁm dmm?ﬂmﬂmhmmhrdhnnﬂuﬂhmﬂmﬁd[umﬂnm
iﬂmim mmprm vermon 54, Figues 10 shows thal Bumicpal Soldd
Wah i sl Do s by 1% Thorefon, this beoks Te o poliesd Forecast
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LIt ¥ suFicent |0 have o fmesd pocy mmﬁ:riﬂrw'ml
ﬂﬂzﬂﬂﬂnmmw wile) categiiles of
Wiy

e [ w1 g comerant:

b, Trrsugh the DPD the Counal can melsde planning approschess which
ekl i educng wista arsings, 3uth a5 prommesling P oSl Meisa of
recydng of wasis and how saste = processed for exampls

A thera oifar ApEaches of MR NG Waste asings thal tha Couned
should promeale in the BP0

The Agency would any planning approaches which
asersl in g wasle ameng. | m maggesied a2 Al wasie

alarg ation {38%) of tha vl wesles arisings in Brodfoed,
&Eﬁmmlﬂmmm“nmmmiﬂmmm

W3k MGG i paitilar THMIMM:EMN:
dheposal charges will be mmposed which fusher wasle mmmizaion
cbjentives

J'..'l.rum local cimumestances that would bead ue 1o differ fom

Thea Agne akwiys v nadhenal ard
mqﬂm : hmﬁuﬂfﬁmﬂmfund
worte,  would not srcourage 2

ﬁﬂmHmn:bmmnd te cormrlerad dor the ptmm'\-l:!f'num
facikies for agnouthural and ‘slbey’ bypes of sosbe ansing
raitfead than sie specifc?

e D P covamieami
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ISSUEE AND OPTIONE

| Dpsion 1

Focis on torsobdalng and incraasing capacly al axalng leobiss

[ Do £

acroes the Deincl, and moogese Fal some waste will nesd i be | produced in the Disingt, allewng scope o mport and handls waste frem
managoed outsida Badod clter places in thi e

Tipriken 4
Provdide addfonal siles and copacly ho Mandge growieg mache | Work Wil adiasont auhontios 1 idenily s ) faclitis 1
ansngs withn e Cisinet. acoommodale waste anangs as ol as b thesr sorce.

[ Cplion 5

EPOrpHAAS larirg palcion Tarebra sy i ke

Ao o 2 a3 s, il o T

‘Wihich of combination of for lsue 1 am b most
gkt . cosars

Tha Highueays faads freal i ordar io iaduda a number of HEV

Ope

Arw there amy other thal should be comsdened for lssue 27
& ‘_ﬂmmﬂ. i Tackies in a small numbar of
sirategic sim | koalnoe.

T
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Tast ol sites on tha niial ling kst witis ihe area of search, aachuding | Test all shes on tha nitial long bst, mekidng raw posandal sites in he
thoems i [re Gresn Bzl olees than sesheg facities Carmanry Blall

thﬁw andl Whyt fee there ABematre

an‘mnuhuﬁiuﬂ thai sibes m the Green B=it
ahowld nad be cofredenad. Hoasesar, o & Sile oulsis tha Graos Ball

wimakd result m a3 sigreicani numerof HGY mosements on e SEN,
then ahematve wlies withn tha Grees Ball should ba consicsand.

Tast e long 61 of potaniial wakle skes 1} agaaren the ﬁmmmnr#rlm:nd 1 not, than ploasa sy why
Iz Lrbata ks ankified

O adrditenal coberon shaosbd be impact on the S8 2= a facksy may
umanmmmummmnmﬂ

mchade crlena based poices m the Wasle Managemesi DPD that mchnde a crlena based poboy For locatng new and sspandsd
PG i i Bt of O -£i0 Mazythie] G re-Usag of conSuclon | oonsliebon ored demollion washs mansajemonl facites.
and demaktion waete o pard of the developmien process o manmss

| Copiice 3
Combnation of Options 1.a0d 2

Wich nption cin oy considsr s most appropiabe and whyl I theae any other option that shoeld be comsidersd]

witruld 1, thils FridedH adion of on-Si
mﬂ?ﬂm”?“mm " hmclion wastn i misersen | 0 Commant

ol TG Mo S B | o
nﬁhhmdmmﬂmlﬁmm#ﬁmmh

%ﬂamm!m: w mpnﬂeﬂiul
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rhu.lp sith ﬂpﬁfﬂﬂ_}rﬁu radiad @ dha Hﬂmﬂ?ﬂ

D rul adribly Pl Tedm Solied SO0 Feanagineg halandows washe a5
inrdfﬂ:ruhﬁmmpmﬂ e

mmmmmummhMEﬂ

mmmwm:&mmwnﬁhum-
£ o, off pobaslial e Sibas

Sl the OFD codiskdar aivy ofher byps of wasle?

| Ciptlon Oipfion 4
Drevevlop a colerm based poboy appreach for locring ‘other’ wasls Dmsming: a poiicy apprach comibining erer Jption 1 or 2 with Ophon 3,
MG pattaant Tacilbi, Inciudineg Pazondou and ogneullunl widla.

|2 i approprals io areee ot agricuur woers sl e dealt with at
peinl o g rathar Than raguinieg e lciies | shes 1o be Bantifled ¥

M commem

hmhhmdmmmhmdpﬂmm

Prosade adddoral bindfill capacrty wihn e Cesirict though e

‘Wich ophion oo ou ider fhe most appropriate for lssue T and
wh?

m#hﬂihug;ﬂﬂmﬂrm ol T By, Dl
Pyt this i fof & Uansiton

i ez ing Do pelance on
axierrad sies b0 3 high sl of salegficeency

i use of ahamaliee For this rasadrrsnd of residiad warkle il of siblaibe shas alihen the Wasle WManageimns GPD
thimugh kmitng bnafill capacy within fhe Crsiert,
| Cypos 3 Tption &
Proveida a Sombingtad of o Oodisns 1 and I, Lhikss e g Wmmmmmum
proads lanitid ( welln hea Desirict
pimntricson of sabls sites h'ﬁmhhmwml:m#u

adiklceng] Landill Capacty 10 b ik muain P BasD-
mmmmm

For kesue T Opion 2, shauld addsboral capacity be slenifed in sosting
ol Fdid ST

Thi ik weabeone thas eorsldaration of new Sl T Faso wine
kgt i The el ol Soiarce ained treaiakons recduid o imnpas] on
the SRH
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Arg Thann Slhaf Splors that should ba conseiansd for s 77

Please note that representations cannot be treated as confidential and a schedule
of all representations recelved will be published

Pleads detach 1he completed commen Farm and retarn by Manday 251R Janwary 2919
o

Bradiond Local Devedopment Framework Group
FREEFOST HEA 11485

P BN 1068

BRADFCRD,

BO 1ER

el i corsulatonoradiond gov s

Fax 01274 433767

Hand Dalbser o e sy of e gisiichs plarsing offices in the City Cenire, Keighiey, Shipley
and Bkley.



6.

WEST YORKSHIRE ARCHAEOLOGY ADVISORY SERVICE

Wiaste Manazenent [ssnes and Opoions - colments by e West Yorkshre Anchasols.. Page 1 of 2

Ben Marchant

From:  lan Sandarson [|Sandersaniays. arg uk|
Sent: 13 Janunry 20001734

Ta: LDF Coreultation

L ={-H Chifisting Kemn

Subject: Waste Managemeant Issuas and Options - commants by tha West Yorkshina drchassiogy
Adwnisory Service

Dwear Sir { Madam,

Tharik you for conzulting te West Yorkshine Archseclogy Adviaony Service [WYAAS] wilh regard to
CBMDC s Wasie MEI’BQEI'I‘HI'H DE‘JEHP"HBI’II Plan Dacumsent: lssues ardd Oplions Conswtation.

The Wesl Yarkshire Archaesiogy Advisory Sarvice is the the retained profassional adwiser o CEMOC on the
historic envimanment

Wi are conoamed Tal sooording to the Methodology Statement prepansd by CBMDC & GVA Ghimley,
Mowvamber 2000 (para. 2.6) afhough World Hentage Sees, histonc baflefieds & histonc parks & gardens
have been exclidad from possible allecation, there & mo indication et statuonly profectad archaaological
sites (scheduled anceen manuments), listed buildings, canservalion areds & regionally imgortant
archasclogical sites (so-calied Class || 5tes as deined n CBMDCS cummant UDP) have bean Considered
when alleating possible sies. These are sites thal should be exduded from consideration given the Core
Siratagy 54 Objectiva inchides the nead o “Pratect and enhance histonc asseis” & tha Dralt Waste [PD 58
Oibjectneas indude tha need o "Avoid, protect and ennance hislonc assels” [see p 48 of e Wasls
Management DPD |ssues and Oplions document).

Wiewould sk thal the It of 124 potantial sites identified in Appendnc 2 of the Waste Managemant DPD is
screanad against impact (both direct and indired, ncludng the isswe of setting) on any schedulad anciant
monuments, lsled buikdings, consardation aneas and Class |l archasological sites. The WYAAS waulid be glad
t0 assist in this matter, 45 Tm suna would the CEMDC's Design & Corsanaton Taam

H o resquire any Turther information or clarfication, please do not hesiiale fo gel back in fouch
WYBAS would Be ghad 1o be consulted on Tubdre devakpments & consulations of CEMDC's LOF,
“fours Ttifuly,

lan Sanderson

Frincipal Archasologist, YWYAAS

Waest Yorkshire Archasclagy Advisary Service
Reqgistry of Deads

MNewstead Road

Wakefinld

WF1 2DE
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T i

THE ARLEY CONSULTING COMPANY LIMITED

Choyleian Fiouse @ Tel 25T 2TA300
48-51 5t Thomas's Roadl (UJ Fax: 257 268063
Chrley, Lancs Bl mallbs@acc].couk
PRT 1IE wywvwtaccloo.uk

Oy Ref: SWG,/05287,/100113-bldfg
13 January 2010

Bradiord Local Development Framework Group
FREEPOST NEATI4S

PO Box 1068

Bradford

B 1BR

Dizar Sirs

CITY OF BRADFORD MDC
WASTE MANAGEMENT DPD ISSUES AND OFTIONS CONSULTATION
RESPONSE OF P CASEY (ENVIRO) LTD

The Arley Consulting Company Ltd (TACCL) has been instructed 1o submit the following
comments on behall of I Casey (Enwira) Lid (FCE)

INTRODUCTION

PCE cwna land at Buck Park Quarry, Denkolme, which previously had the benefit of planning
permission for mineral extraction and landfill. PCE intend to apply for a new permission early
in 2010 and, in that context, wish to comment in particular on lssue 7 - Management of Residual
Waste. PCE also wish to nominate the site for consideration as a land fill.

Before commenting on Issue 7, PCE wish to comment on two general points in relation to the
Congultation:

. The availability of the Core Strategy Prefersed Option consultation.

- The applicability of the Issues and Options to Landfill and to other waste management
options,
PCE are widely experienced in waste treatment, landfill and mineral extraction, with operations
concentrated in West Yorkshive, Greater Manchester and Lancashire.

CORE STRATEGY PREFERRED OITION

The consultation refers to the preferred option, for example, at Para 5.10. In the July 2009 issue
of “Plan-it Bradford”, it appeared to be envisaged that the fwo consultations would take place
in parallal. Without knowing the content of this related docoment, we cannot know whether it
wonld be relevant to our responses to the Waste DPD Issues and Options, for example, as
discussed below in relation to Question 22,

Reglsiere b Boglal Mo, ATESO0A, Regsancl CElce: Clunldan Himee, b Hipmervs st bl EARHL, PATA RS R TIRET Commm 0 i s o
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APPLICABILITY TO LANDFILL AND OTHER OFTIONS

PCE consider that there is some uncertainty as to whether some of the Issues, Optons and
Cuestions are infended te apply to landfills.

Para 2.9 includes landfills within the terminology “waste management facilities”,
However, Figures 14 and 15, within Tasue 4 - “Locational criteria” do not include landfills,

Issue 1 seems to be concermed primarily with the Balance of imports, exports and the
management of wastes within the district.

Issue 7 seems concerned with similar issues in relation to landfill.

PCE's impression is therefore that Tssue 7 is intended to relate to Tandfill, and Tssues 1-6 to other
options. However, para 5.45 refers to the Area of Seavch in the preferred option, Pama 5.11 seems
to envisage that fhat is in the public domair.

PCE Is therefore unclear as to whether Issue 2 is intended to apply to landfill,

PCE sugpest that in the next stages the applicability of the content, and the use of the terms
“facilities” and “gites” is made clearer,

ISSUE 7: MANAGEMENT OF RESIDUAL WASTE
Option 1
PCE support the principal of the waste hierarchy, and recognise that landfill is at the foot of the

hierarchy, Nevertheless, as para 5.42 recognises, it is likely that some residual waste will remain
to be landfilled.

We would have thought that the encouragement of movement up the hierarchy through
alternative technologies is more properly a matter for the Core Strategy, for which the Preferred
Option consultation Is not yel available,

Option 1 suggests “limiting landfill capacity”, which we assume would reinforce any positive
suppart for the other technologies,

The question ia, then, how to match availability with need,

The meed for landfill is Hkely to vary both with progress in the provision of the other
technologies, and the quantitative and qualitative suitability of the wastes for featment. The
latter are likely b vary according to development of the economy, technology and lagislation.

Landfill can provide a robust final disposal option that is less sensitive to changes in waste
quantity band composition than other options.

Megbsberd b Engleil Mo, ATREO00, Regssenad D Chaoddan Hose, St oot TGP RASATEY I56ET So e pl W33 bhdldoc 4654 64
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The aveilability of landfill is difficult to control, The overall capacity of a landfill is largely
determined by site-specific factors, The rate of velease of that capacily Is usually determined by
fctors such as traffic impacts or aperatienal capacity of site plant,

To attempt to control the rate of release (annual inpuf) for policy reasons may risk the landfill
being uneconomic to operate, &8 many costs ave fixed.

Whilst Option 1 is superficlally attractive in policy terms, FCE would wish to see much greater
detail of the mechanisms for limiting capacity.

Oplion 2

It follows from our views on Option 1 that we consider that landfill capacity should be
provided within the District,

Orption 3

The combination of options is reasonable in policy terms subject to the mechanism for limiting
capacity. We would be open to discnssion as to how capacity could be limited so as not to
prejudice the waste hierarchy,

Oplion £

We consider that the proximity principle clearly favours the provision of capacity in the District,
and Bradfords's emerging Core Strategy Vision also clearly favours this, Our reading of the
Consultation paper is that the Council continues to take this view - for example, paras 1.2, 1.4,
and 2.7,

Tt §s unlikely that all areas will be equally able to provide landfill capacity, and therefore to use
up the sub-regional capacity without assurance that all aithorities would then be equally able
to replace it on a self-sufficlent basls is unacceptable.

Question 22

For the reasons stated above, PCE prefer Option 2, but Option 3 could be acceptable subject to
the mechanism of capacity limitation.

Ouestion 23
The key facter in identifying additional capacity must be the suitability of the candidate sites,
Question 24

We can see no other options,

megtstered I Evglsin] b, A7EB. Regbansd Dice: Cluntelzn House, YyHparomdusarsl sadeyd TAGD DWTA BEER 0BT Chmmeh B g deci g4
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SITE NOMIMATION

In response to para 120, PCE wish to nominate Buck Park Quarry as a site suitable to meet the
noed for landiill identified in para 5.42,

The site could, with further mineral extraction, provide a void capacity af about 1.5 million
cubic metres.

PCE consider that the planning history of the site demonstrates its suitability, and intend to
rake a planning application to demonstrate that the site remains suitable.

Ciwen that the site s suitable, and the Council’s views on the proximity principle andl the need
to plan for some vesichial waste landfill, PCE consider that thiz is the obwious site to provide the

necessary capacity.

We are also writing sepavately to nominate the site, inchuding o plan showing the site boundary.

Yours fatthfully

STEVE GIBES
Principal Consultant

et ki Ergsinl sin, ArERn0a. Aegisiened Office; n-,;;w;.--.u.:..u-.\*.immmm-..tri:ny\m‘f!l.-uf.'mu.ﬂammmmwum;m‘mu~| a1
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THE ARLEY CONSULTING COMPANY LIMITED

AL ke e e TSR ——

Chorlelan House @ Tel 01257 278300
40-51 5t Thonas's Road Q Fax: 01257 268063
Chaorley, Lancs Eqrmall; imailloxmiace]. ook
FRY LIE W LaCC Lo LI

Oy Ref: SWG/05287,/100113-bld g2
13 January 2010

Bradford Local Development Framewark Group
FREEPOST NEAT1445

PO Box 1068

Bradford

BD1 1BR

Diear Sirs

CITY OF BRADFORD MDC
WASTE MANAGEMENT DPD ISSUES AND OPTIONS CONSULTATION
SITE NOMINATION: BUCK PARK QUARRY

The Arley Consulting Company Ltd (TACCL) has been instructed by " Casey (Enviro)
Lid {PCE) to submit the following site nomination.

A separate response is being made to the Waste Management DPD Issues and Options
Consultation

In response to paras 1,20 and 1.21 of the consultation document, PCE wish to nominate
Buck Park Quarry as a site suitable for the landfill of residual wastes, that is, residues of
other waste management options, wastes for which alternatives are not available or
wastes which are not suitable for available treatments, These wastes might be any of
those named in the consultation paper, namely MSW, Cél waste, C&D waste or other
waste, but excluding hazardous wastes.

The site could, with further mineral extraction, provide a void capacity of about 1.5
rnillion cibic metres,

PCE consider that Buck Park Quarry is demonsirably suitable because:

- Tt has previeusly been granted planning permission.

- The permission expired for administrative reasons.

- The Public Inquiry and Judicial Review proceedings demonstrated that all the
environmental issues identified could be adequately addressed.

- The site was allocated for landfill in the UDF, but the Council did not ask for that
Faolicy to be saved.

- PCE intend to make a planning application to demonstrate that the site remains
suitable,

Hegfewarel Ry Engne po. STRECE. Regimeii OISce: Chollcin 1ise, RFaebritrmen; Ay FACEL DT SASE M Commsy UG- iEtdosas ) Bl
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Given that the site is suitable, and the Council's views on the proximity principle and
the need to plan for some residual waste landfill, PCE consider that this is the obvious
site lo provide the necessary capacity.

A plan is attached showing the site boundary and likely area of mineral extraction and
landfilling.

Yours faithiully

STEVE GIBBS
Principal Consultant

P gisieredl b Evghand s, S TsS 0 o Chasielan Hosse, §SEpSrdermend Arieyh Tu'hJ.:J..;;...'::Ii..‘;||-||1‘55.'\,'15.m\_‘,'Jllll'l'ﬁl.fwllul'hl';-:}{:ﬂkﬁh_ 3 a4
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8. ENGLISH HERITAGE

Bradiord Local Developmant Framework,
FREEFOIST MNEA | 1445,

PO Box 1068 Chier Rl HDYPS 114004
BRADFORD,
BDI 18R Your Ral

Cana: 19 Januasy Z0OHE
Digar 5irs,

Bradiord Local Development Framework: Waste Management DPD Bsues and Options

Thank you for consulting English Heritaga abour the Waste Maragemont DFD |ssees and
Cpuars. We have the following commants ve make i response 1o the questions posed In
thar docurment:-

Dluestion 2
In view of the Goverrment's objecoves regarding sustainabhe wasoe managemant, gne
might have expacted the Cojoctuves o have included some referenca to ansering that
naw waste desebopments ara provided for in 3 way that proteces human heslch and
the environment. Consequently, it & suggested that the thivd Objective is amended w
read:-
“Ta enswre a0 expanded and mew WasE SEREMODMERET support o alimned
growth and waste opeds of Bradfond and are dotvered &1 3 mannge wivclh
prarects M DVEoeics 5 owwronmenial agsecs and safpguaras fuman fieaioh

uestion &
Given the proporoon of waste that comes from constrection and demolioen, the
LOF, as a whole. should seek, im tha first instance. to encowragn the rewse and
rafurbishment of existng bulldings, Qnly whera this is cleardy shown not o be feasible
or to be the modt sustainable option, would buildings be allowed o be demclished
and the site redeveloped. YWhere demodition is allowed, provisian should be mads wo
rieuss the materials wherever pessible,

Lugstion 1§

& Insome cases, a sive would be o whally contrary v natonal policy guidance that
it should not be taken forward — no meatter what i scores against other criteria,
For example, a site which resulted in the destrection of 2 Scheduled Manument
weoisd whally conflict with thie advice in PPGS and. a5 a rasult the sise weould be
unlikely to gain consent - unless chere woerg no other sices available,
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A part af this first st of tee long list, the cses where sibas are 5o n conflict with
national policy guidance should be able to be ruled out no matter what they
BLOFE,

o Given the Council's staced intention thac the LDF, as a whole, should deliver
sustainabie development. the wase stategy should include a category which
seores the potential af a site go use non-road distribution (e cail, fiver or canall.

s |t would be helpful o set out how i envisaged the likely effecss upon the
sisrreunding enviroarment might be scored using the propoded matric One can
envisagn that sices may score well against one aspact (a8 landscape] but poorly
against ancther (g2 biodiversity), In sich a casa, would the scare for Surroending
Erwironment simply be averaged oue? Il so this could mask areas where there are
particulardy harmful effects.  In sorme cases the impact upon one aspect af the
environment might be so severe that the score woubd be D ro mattor how high ic
scored againss ocher elements of the envircnment. It may well be necessary 1o 3
further sift of sites in arder e address this issue,

westion 1B

As ser out 0 our response o Question &, in order o reduce che amounts of
constructon and demolitien waste, the LLW neads to st@arc from the pringiple that the
mist sustainable strategy is to reusefadaps the existing building stock. Clearly chere
will b cases where this = ether impractcable or can be shown not to be the most
sustainable option. In such eases, demoliion of the building would be permicted.
Hewwever, tha Plan should seek v rowsa the materials especially those. such as dressed
stone and reofing shtes, which are cypacally used within the Disorict's sectlements and
can kalp reduca the need for gxracticn of buildmg stone,

Only where sech materals cannot be remed for building, should they be allowed 1o

be crushed a5 aggregates or hardocora, This approach might e able vo be pursued
through though Conditions on Planning Approvals and tha plan may need o make
pravision for the establishment of facilives 1o recpcle such building marerals

If you have any gueries abowt any of the matters rased above or would like to discuss
anything further, piease do not hesitate o CONGACT M.

Vours Bichfully,

lan Smich
Regional Planner
English Heritage, Yorkshire and the Humber Reglon

Telephane: §1904 01977 e-mail: iansmithiflenglish-herimge org.uk

e
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Bradford Local Developments Framework.

PO Box [06E,
BRADFORD Dhsr Ref: HOWPS | 103
BD S5WZ

Yaour Rel:

Dane: 19 January 2010
Dhear Sirs,

Bradiord Districe Local Development Framework - Waste Development Plan Docement
Sustainabillicy Appralsal = Scoping Report Revision

Thank you for consulting English Heritage an the above document

Gemerally, in terms of the histeric envirorment, we condider thae the Report has identified
the majority af plans and programmes and the key sustainability ssuss which are likely 1o be
of relevance to the development of the Wasze DPD, We befiove thar it has established an
appropriate baseling together with a reasonabbe sor of objectives against which 1o monioor
thiz likely significant effects of the Plan, Thorefors, wo consider that it sets out tha basis for
an approprizte framework againgt which to assess the potestial impact which the Policies
and proposals of the Plan might have upon the historse environment of Bradiord.

Qur ondy comments on this decument ara a5 follows:-

%gu Festian Commanti
Table MT5E - | Appraisal Questions
Histaric In termd of the hiftornc environment, there 5 a requirement in

Enviranmant naional policy guidance ©o have regard to the impact of
devalopmant not only upon the assets themsalves, but alss
upon their setting. Given that the imgact of most Surategic
Wides Management Faeilities © likely 1o be on the setting of
tha area’s historic assats, the Apprasal Question should
address this aspecc It is suggested the Quastion is amonded 1o
raad:-

"Fresane sid wohere releant setfiance sites of bl ang

archaeciagical heriape and thedr e

English Heritape strengly advises that the conservation seetion of the Council and the
archamsological seafl at WYAS are cosely mvolved throughout the preparation of the SEASA
of tha Waste DPD. They are best placed o advise on; kocal historic enviroarmant issues and
prioritas, including access e dam held in the HER (fermerly 5MR) how tha policy or
proposal can be tailoced to minkmise petenoal adverse impacts on the historic envireamaen
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the nature and design of any reqeired mingaticon measures; and opporienities for soouring
widar benofits for the future conservation and managerment of histono assets.

Firally, we should like b stress that this opinion is based on the information provided by
you with your letter dated % Movember, 2009, To avoid any doubt, this does not affect cur
chligation w provida further advice and, potentially, object o spacific proposals which may
siebseqguantly arise (githar as 2 resul of this consulation or in later versions of the Plan]
where we consider that, despite the SASES, these would have an adwerse affect upon the

historic environment,

I wou have any guaeries abowt any of the maters rased abova or would fike oo discuss
anything furthar, ploase do not hesitate o contact me.

Yours faithlully,

lan Smith

Pegional Plannes

English Haritage, Torkshire and the Humbar Ragion
Telephone: ¥ 704 &01977

e-mai: usnithienglish-heritage.orguk
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THEATRES TRUST

Ben Marchant

Frem; Raose Fraeman [rose fresmani@itheatresinust. ong k)
Senl: 18 January 2090 12:35

To: LOF Consuiation

Subject; Waste DPD

Cur Ref.: RF/ 2641
Waste Management Issues and Options

Thank wou for your laktar of 9 November consulting The Theatres Trest on the issues and
options for the Waste management Development Man Documant,

The Theatres Trust i the National Advisory Public Body for Theatres and a Statutory Consulbee.

The Tewn & Country Planning [General Development Procedure) Crder 1095, Article 10, Fara
(v} requires the Trusk ko be consulted on planning applications which include “development
inwvolding any land on which these is a theatre.' It was established by The Theatres Trust Act
1976 and The Theatres Trust {Scotland} Act 1978 'to promote the beatter protection of
thaatras’, This applies to all buildings that warae eithar built as theatres or are usad for theatre
prasankations, in current use, in other usas, or disesed,

Due ko the specific nature of the Trust's remit we are concerned with the protection and
promotion of theatres and as this consultation is nok directly relesant to the Trust's work we
have no comment to make but look forward to being consulted on the Preferred Options stage
of the Cora Strategy and the Ciby Canbre AAF in dua course,

Rose Freeman
Fltanning Policy Oficer
The Thearres Truso

12 Charing Cross Road
Lerdan WIH 0L
Teb G20 FAks BS%|
Fax: 020 T&3& 3302

phnning{ithessresrriae argalk

Lesarm moare aboul thealnes with owr onling resource Exgloning Theaties

Check out your iecal thaatre on The Theatres Trusl Thaatras database:

The contents of this email are nlended Tor the namead addressee(s) only. | may contain
confidential andfor privileged nfomation, and is subject bo the provisions of the Dala
Protection Act 1908, Unless you are the named addnesses (or auihamksed 1o neceive il for
the: AddNESSEE YU My Mol copy ar usa |, of dScioss Lo Anone else. I you receiwe it n

efTar please nalify us.

Yiou shoukd be aware that all alectronic mail from, 1o and within The Thealras Trest may be
subjact o public disclesure under the Freadom of Informaton Act 2000, and theconfidentislity
of this amail end any repies cennol be guaranteed. Uinless othenwise specified . the opinions
exprassed hersin do not necassarty reprasent thosa of Tha Thaatras Trust or Tha Theatras
Trust Chariiabka Fund,

142



143

10. STEETON-WITH-EASTBURN PARISH COUNCIL

Ben Marchant

From; Stesion-mih-Easibum Pansh Council [stesbormpibtintamet com|
Sent: X Jenoary 2090 12:11
To! LOF Consufiation

Subject; Waste management comsutiabion

The comments below were apgroved ot the parish councll meeting neld 13 Janeary 2010
“LOF for Bradford District
‘Waste Manapement Devalopment Flan Docuement - corsalation
The pouncil would support 2 te laudahle ohyectives of
& reckicrg quesiiity of wasie
«  making the polluter pay
- Fockicing Tediane upon expon of washs
Arvd algo would encourage evary atiemrgl i bnd ard enhance posdive opporiurifies which nhight derie Tram this
ERETISE:
& BTN 10 b genanaled from washe (ocal muls tual heat gerarnation)
= Wik i col abonataon walh neightaunsg kel autarntieg
= reaton of industnal opportuniti=s fram recyding processes {involves a recogrson Thad waste
management cosks maney |
= wagte management skes shoud be mansgsd to such & Righ standand that they would nol be reganded o
PerEeRidees”
The counol further suggests thal considerabon should be geen o usng the distic's canal netwaork 1o provide the
infrasnictung ¥or washe coliachon, Transter, recycling and ranspor. The distichs canals menatably toliow he very
brezs af the prnople tawns, l.':l.lases eic where the bulk of the waste is generated. The canals also commaonty hase
semi-indusinal brosenfield sies alongside them - and would readiyy accept indusirial reestment. I is wed
eslabiahend that canal ranspor wses e el energy per moome. kikemeter of sl ranspor sysiems (Canal boals
uses one lenth of the snengy of a jory, and they keen off the road, and they are nominaity sien) The transport of
warst is T magl klead cargo Bor canals as fime & rol of e essence. The Region hag ive canas - Leads
Liverpoot, fire Calder, Rochdale, Huddershisld and Bradford (1] - and they all nk up 1o the national neteork whers
Ihe same angument can be suslained. The mslitution of wasle industies ad@cent o canals throughaul s disinc
will mject capral mio siles ne=ding regeneration, & will miroduce calour and ife info some of the otherase dowdy
Brinnmens, aasisd n e presenabion of soeme of e dealrcr's ndusinad anchaeokgy, infreduce addiional some
Io the canals far $heir maintenance.
This exciting, and ety kgical, cppamunily clashes with a stalement an p4, item 1 12 "wasle mansgemsant siles
shaould be incabed within 1 kmof te magor or airalegs road nehwor™
Coartral o all ol this is the reed 10 ersune et 3 programims shoddd De inreduced which increases the inancial
Eriincken bo fee imposed upon The poliuner The eosli of such 8 Rineoced Bunden would nob ofy B i reckacs The
amou of waste gererated, but also o consaldate the financad wiability of wasie recyding by the local authority,
by wecfusines and the creation of recycled producis.®

Regards

(Ferd oo

Kirs. C_ Brown BA CLCA

ek

Shasian-with-Easthurn Pamah Council

B The Fold Lodhersdaks, Kakrday, BO20 BHD
01535 836632

Thiz =-mak and ary Mes ransmitied wiih & are confidential and inlended solsly for the u=e of the indridual or enliy o
which ey are addrecsed ¥ you nawe eceived s Metaade B omor, you most nob egose. copy, drculiie arin any
lfvEr Wy Lse OF fedy O Dk TOmanen Cooviairesd in i Pesshe. 1 v Nase Mosived T mesage i airaf, plaass
dekete 0 immediziedy and adves s by redum e-mad o ine above adaeas
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11. AIRE VALLEY ENVIRONMENTAL

Bradford Waste Management DFD

AVE respanse to |ssue and Options Draft \Ai re Vﬂ “Ey

environmental

Bradford Waste Management DPD

Aire Valley Environmental (AVE)

Response to Issues and Options Draft

January 2010

Dradford Waste Mamagemsani DFD0 AVE Paga 1of 14
response 1o Issua and Optiors Draft
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Aire Valtey Envirommental

Thiz response w0 the consutation on tha Sradford Waste Managament DPD Issuses and Opoons Draft
= made by Alre Valley Endironmantal.  Aare Valiey Erviconmental (8VE) 1 & joint venlure betwaen
Kelda Water Services Lid ard Covanta Enengy Lbd. AME weltomes the oppomunily b prowds
feadback to this frst stege of the Wasta Management OFD produchion

AVE = one of fowr currend bedoars vie Private Finonce Initative (PFI) procuremant, for the award of 2
confract o busld ard operate tha residusl waste managemant faclity for tha municpal weste of
Bradiond and Caklerdale Detnct Couwnciks

AVE proposes to devalop a Residual Waste Managemant Canirg (which combings a number of wasia
lechmalogies) &t Eshall Wastewater Treatment Warks (WwTW) in the e Valay. It & proposed o
lacele the faclity on the axisting filter bads, wiech, following 1ha receni upgrada of the WwTW 1o
comphs with the Frash Waer Fishanas Directive. are no konger required far the oparation of the warks

Thase filler beds are siuated in the southem part of the WwTW and are ideniifiad o= Major
Diewalopad Site’ in the Gresn Beh inthe Bradford Replacemant Linitary Development Plan {2006),

Furthar catais of AVE's sie ara provided m secion & of this reprasentation

Brodford  Waste Management DPD.  AVE Page 3 af 14
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1 PROPOSED APPROACH TO SITE BELECTION FOR WASTE RELATED USES
21 dmfroduction

AVE = plapsaed io ses that the Waste OPD hes sought o sed ol early he propased method for
selecling approprale waste maragement sies. However, AVE has some reservesons aboul he
mefhisdelogy propesad by the Waste DPD and described in more detail in e accompaimég
techrical rapon, Wasta Management OPD lsawas & Optans Repon, Mathoomogy Stemant, G4
Iy, November 008

AVE's resarvaions are set ol beloe and if consklers that thase ane issuas which CBMDC mey wish
0 raflect on, in deleamining the soe salsction method.

2.2 Transparent Links to Maflanal and Reglonal Palicy

The Regional Spatial Sirategy (RSS) (2008) cames siahiory wekght a3 pal of the adopied
develnpment plan. The Wasle DPO nesds 10 ba i conformity. with 1his plan. In addition, Planmng
Poficy Guidanca Meotas (PPG) and Planning Palicy Statemants (PPS] ana matanal considaratans o
planring appications and provede directicn on fopic specfic requirements of produang davedapment
plan dociiments

The opening chapsers of the DPD acknowiadge the impomanca of the RSS and PPG [ PPS. Howevar,
il iz considarad ihat he sie seledion metiodalogy would benef from being more ransparant ared
Ewhg.- shaw haw iha sedacied assessment critena fulfil 1ha ohischves of national and regional wasta
P

Tha OFD sie salecton mathodology appears o gve more weight 1o sile sedechion criena: demed
from the Bradford Replacemant Unsary Davedopment Plan (RUDCP) adopted o 2006 AVE would
encourape CEMDC 10 take account of $he fact that some of the RUDP poficies have not been Sawed
for ongoEg wse and ihal natonal and regional plenning polcy supersedes some RUDP polcy
approachas.

2.7 Jeinl Warking with Neighbouring Avtharilies
AVE wouwld ancournge CBMODE o work with nesghbaunrg autharbss o prograssing the Waste DFD
in paricuiar, 0 &= worttnehile CEMDC consulbing with naighbouring avihooties in relabion fo how thay

may be seaking to deal with eir sofid wasies oo that thare = & move asay Tram lendfll as an
cptimal sohution

In e case of meghbouling sulhoities who may wish % epot sobd waste o Bradiond Tor
procaszing, it s achsatle that CEBMDC take account of thair futurs warste arsings i addilon 1o i
oeam, =0 that a sufficient numbar of sites o accommaodita the raquired capacity can be ientified in tha
Wasba DPD

2.4 Recogriaing Co-Locationsl Banstis

Folicy EMW 1 'Srategic locational crtars Tor wasks management facliies’ of fie BES giva prionity He
conskdeding e cosiocason benafits of wasie wsas along side ather complementary u=as. Specificaly
tha policy stales that

i ail greas, denhficetan of s for facihies showd afso fawa account of the fofowwng prondy edar
i Edabdsfied aod aroposed oadesdinal sfes, wihich fave pofeifisd for the ocaion of washe

managsment  facilies eod the co-focafion of compiementary acihvibas, such 85 TESOUTCE
EroETy oF sistanehle growdl parks

Bradiord  Wasie Managsment  DPLD: &VE Poged al 14
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2 Prawipusly daveloped land, nclicng minevad sxtrachon and anofl sitas divng ther penod of
aparation far tha focation of wasle tagdman achvias m sistanabie locatars

3 3 Redundant farm hiviciegs avd them covinages.

It is known that co-location of refaled businesses cen faciliata new supply chain relationshps and
drite regearch ard irmovation. 1t is ko 8 way of minmiging carban impacts and generating enangy off
gnd. Wasle sechnologies have cose synenjies with offer uses eq. chemical, synihes:s, energy
generaton ard wasks waler iraptmant works.

AVE woukl encowrage the site selection meihod o be revised fo recognise the benaliis af co-lecation
of waste faclitias with complamentary uses such as indusinal, chamical, process and anargy Uses.

1.5 Complexiy of PFroposed Site Seleciion Scaving

The site selection mathadalegy proposes 1o use threa separma meshods of scoring tha sutability of
potantial waste sites. This appaars to be much more complex than oihar site salachion asercises thai
AVE has sean elsewhare in the UK.

AVE weould encourage CEMDC to consider simglitying the scoring system end set out charly how The
Soonng System will be apphed o derive 1he shon list of Stes considered sulabe for wasts related
USES

Bragford  Wasta Mamagemam DFD: AVE Papa 5 of 14
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3 LOCATING WASTE RELATED USES IN THE GREEM BELT
2.1 Considering Sites W the Green Seit

Tha Wasta DPD Issuss and Dptions daft asks raspondants o select one of two opbions in relation So
whether stas in the Green Ball showd be consilened furiher in the gite selection exercise The Twe
pplions are set oul on page 34 of the DPD

e lzzue 3 Option 10 Test all sites on the nitisl long Bst within the area of search, exchiding
thesa in the Graan Selt;

*  l=sue 3 Opbon 2: Test all sitas on te milial long §st, including naw potential sies in tha
Crean Bell.

AVE consders that option 2 & most approprista and that @l sies put fonserd by consuliess and
ientified by CEMDC should b= tecied for suilabikty a3 potantal waste stes. This would enabka the
edvantages of Majer Develoged Sites in the Green Belt (and potentialy even other Gresen Belt sites)
to be consdered and would be in Ine with legslative prowisions, which requira all reasonebla
altamatreas to be considared,

21 Mafor Develgped Sites Within the Green Selt

The Wigata DPD does not include any refieance o the thees Major Deveoped Sies” (MOS) wilhin the
Gresan Ball, in the Distnct of Brediord, all of which are water reaimenl of washe waler reatment
works. Thesa ana:

» Chelow Haights Watar Trastmant Warks;
» Esholt Wasle Water Treatment Works; and

= Markay Wasie Walsr Treaimant Works.

Mational planning policy (FRG 2 and mdaed soved Bradiced RLDP policy GBSA is supportva of tha
radayelopment of such sites and PRS0 s dear that Grean Balt locations should not racessarily ba
rulad ot far waste refated uses.

In addition draft Mational Planning Policy Statemant 1: Energy, states that infilling or re-dayvelopment
of magor developed sies in the Green Belt may be suitable for energy nfrasinicire &s it may help o
secura joirs and prospanty wihout furthar prejudicing iha Grean Balt or offar the cppofunity for
erviranmental mprovement. CLG and DECC proposa that Nabonal Poécy Siatements are material
considerations to the determination of all enargy | infrastruciurs relaied development propasals

Thara ara symargies betwean wasie water tragimant and waste manapamsant cperations and Thesa
Lsas caN appropnately codocete In addmon the Mapr Developed S@es bansft from substantive
gaisting infrastructure which would be of benefit far co-lpcated uses

Sine thera ara vary faw MOE sites in the Bradford Green Bel, thens i3 an oppanunity for CEMOC &
ba maora flexible in its approach to MDC cntaria 1o recognisa tha co-locational benedis of thase MDS
sites and wasie related uses. Thie would enable ihe DPD b recognsa the locatiocnal and ofhes
advaniages ihose MOS sies presant in onder b unher support national policy on wasie and enengy

Bradiord  Waste Management DPD.  AVE Page ¢ af 14
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4 FROFOSED AFFROACH TO WASTE TECHNOLOGY SELECTION
4.1 infroduietion

‘Whist AVE ecknowledpes thal the OFD has sought o understand the locetion reguirements of
differant wasta lachnoiogies, AVE is concemed st it ovoids Deing oo prescrplive & tis earty stage
n tha OFD preparation process

4.2 Reftecting Location and Technology Chaices

In AVE's wie, it I5 mpartant to salact tha optimal locabions for wasta ralated wsas and hava a broad
understanding of the land use charactensics of diferent weste management fechnokgies, However,
AVE would recommend againgt the DPD baing overly presoriplive on this matier, as there i a risk
that sevaral tachnoingies and Iocations may be ruled out pramaturely as @ rasult

i she Waste DPL were 100 prescriphve about technology 5o esry in the procass, this might sbfle
innovation and reduca the Aexiikty of the OPD. maanng that o will raguira more frequant raviaw 1o
adapt 1o change. Thess issues are diecussed inmanre detail bekiv,

4.3 DPD's Assessment of the Swiabilly of Waste Technologies

The potentially over prescriptive nature of the draft DFD can be highlighied by refarring to the table &
Figure 14 Wasie Managemant Facilities: Site Locaton Impact Criterea’ included within the dralt Washe
OFD

This table secks o oullng the polentind impacis of dfisrent waste tachnoiogies, b doas nod
recognise that thesa wasbe technologies wouwld nat racesve planning pamission, comply with
Eurcpean or Matonal Lagesiation, nor racera an Environmanial Permit io operate if thay wara to
cauee the impacts §abed in this table

I & &VE's viewthat the DPD should be careful nof 1o replcate the role of thase other legislative
processes, since they ara arguably more enfarceable and carmy graster waight than the devalopmen
plan process in ensunng that wasta uses minimisa thair potential impact on the envirenmant and
population. Indead, Paragraph 10 of PPS23 Manning and Pollution Control advesas that

‘The planmng spsten showld focus on whether the develapment dsslf iz an accspdabla use of e
Jamd, @0d e ipoacts of Hose uses, salfar Man e coairsd of processes o Soissions Mhamssles
Flaryiing aulfaries showd work or the assumpdion had e reisvant pofidon ool regime il be
propary appied ano enfveed’ They o act ko compiemant bt not ssek o ouphcata it

AVE considers that tha DPD should instead foous on selecting e oplimal Iocabons for washe related
uses, shaered by a broadar undarstanding of tha general land use reguinamants and charactarsncs of
WESTE MEANAJEMan Uy

In addition, some wasie lechralegies complemant each alber and often mere than one technology 1=
prapased inoa given lcation to maximese ecyclng, reuse and energy efliciencies. If e DFD =
averly prescnptiva on the kbcadional charactensocs of waste uses ths could thwari tha ability o
pracess waste efficiantly and acheeve the bast re-use and recyching parfomance iowards palicy
targels

4.4 [nnovatian and Flexibyiiy Over the Lifetime of the OPD

The Waste DPD looks foreard over the next 15 years. Innovation in waste lechnalogies i cocuming
ragidly, drven by the need b reduce owr cabon Tootpind end refance on primary malenials, and 1o
axplone oplians 10 re-use process by products’ end fnd new ways o penerate anargy. H tha Wasta
OFD follows an ovar prescrptive approach 1o wasta tachnologiss ot thes sardy stags, it cowd stfle
Bradford's ability o encourage and banefit fram swch inngyvation.

Bradord Waste Mamagemen DPDC AVE Papge T of 14
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As an aitamativa, AVE would ancowrage the DPD {e faciltate the co-lecation of complamentany uses
and undarstand the benedil of allwing multipls wasle techralegias to be lecated fogether as part of a
single process,

Gradlord  Wasta Mamagemart DFD.  AVE Paga 8 of 14
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E LOMG LIST OF SITES FOR WASTE WSES AND ‘CALL FOR SITES
51 imtroduchion

AVE submitied a rasponsa io the Ooipber 2008 Call for Sitas’ inked 2 2 response b ihe Cora
Swaleqy: Wesle Management Furher lssues and Oplions. This included a locabion plan and
dascrption aof the sie proposed within Esholl at thal Gme for locating the Residual Waste
faragamen Centre

AVE i5 concemed that that response has not baen accurstaly refiectsd in the "Poéantial Sitas Long
List’ provided at Appandix 2 of the Weasie OPD lssues and Cpbons documand. |t & not claar whara
e haw the two vary small parceds of land at Eshall (dentilied below) inciuded within the Long List
origirated as tey waie ned propesad by AVE

& Redergnce 123 Esholt Sewape Treatment Waorks, Adjacent to Canal Esholt across from
furssoury Avenpa; and

®  Reference 124 Eshol Sawags Treatment Wiorks, Afacert o Boggart Housa Eshoit

Consaquently AVE 15 providing further details of the specific sta it would like 1o be considarad for
wista related usas as this DPD prograssas,

5.2 AVE Sife: Redundant Fitter Beas WIthin Eshall W TW

Tha proposed davelopment site 15 Ipcated within the aparational boundary of the Eshok ‘Wastewaler
Traatmean Waorks cperated by Yorkshine Water Services within its role as a Sewerage Undenaker

The site is ledated to the morh east of Bradfond and souwth of Guessley and Yeadon, cenired at
Mational Grid Reference 4183, 4380 The area swrounding the WwTW comprses & misture af
forasted and agricultural land, with increasing pravalence of denser urban areas at a distanca of over
1km from tha centre of tha proposad Rasidusl Wastse Managemeant Cantra site

Tha vilages of Apparey Bridpa and Thackley ara localed 1o the south and southwest of the WwTW
raspactyely. Esholt WawTW = bounded by Esholl wiloge (and Conserdation Arag) 1o tha north, by
Buck Woods o the west by ralwsy Ines o e east (Wharledale Line) and o the south (Adredalke
Lira] and by farmiand 1o the south. The A658, a busy commutar route babwean Leads and Bradfond,
passes near o tha south east cormar of thea site

Tha WwT& is in operation 24 hours a day providng an essental public servica function and
incomporaies an exisling incinerator for the reatiment of waste sludpes arking from the Treatment
Works, The has an Envinonmeantal Fermil

Brodford  Waste Management DPD: AVE Page & af 14
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Photograph 1: Men-Oparational Filter Beds st Esholl WaTW [development site location
indicated in red),

Fedlowang tha macent upgrisds of thea Esholl Wastesater Treatman! works to schiave compliancs wih
tha Frashwater Fishanas Doecliva, the axising filler beds are now surples to the oparational
reciraments. The gropossd develapmeant wouwld be located an these redundant filler beds

The Tiler beds are designated &5 8 Major Deselopad Sie in the Graen Bell. and are previously
developed [and. Theane terelore woukd be no greslield land take in e develogmeant of this propoeal

The fikar rmedia would be rernoved Prom the T beds and the land remediated a5 nscessary W0
lachitale e devalopiment. The proporsad desalopmeant woldd seel 10 uliliss &5 much &5 possible af
tha ewisting fiker bed constructon to minimise demakfion and remowal of motaral

Tha Rasidual Waste Management Centre would tharefore ba located an a provicashy devaloped sta
wihin iha woder WwTW boundary. & gross site ecen of 123 hactaras hes besn set asida far AVE,
Wihin which the proposed develoomernt wil be scoommadated. The proposed Toatprind 10 Se 1aken
up by Duildings |5 much laas approximabety 2.8 heclares and equating 10 spprodmetely one Tl af
tha =ita

5.3 Waste Technologies Proposed by AVE to be Located at Eshalt tw TH

AYE propreas 1o construct 8 punposa b Resdual Waste Managament Cantea 1o recyde maten s
and recovar anargy from Bredford and Caldardaka's residual municipal wirste, This s wosta which is
cusmedily sent to Endill, predorminanty o sies in 'Wakefedd and Modh Yorkshie, The Residual Weasie
Marapament Cenwe will indude & mimbsr of components and baildings which vary in height and
scia. Tha compenents of the Canie indude

» & machanical pre-treatment Eacilty for axirection of racyclable mssarials;

Brediond  Wasie Maosgemeni DFDC &VE Page 1Fal 14
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& A bishogical iresinent procass far reatment of onjank washe;
& & Combined Heal snd Power {CHP) enabled eneedy recovery Tacikty,
v 40 psh recycing acimy and

*  Ancilary warkshaps and stalf sccommodation

Tir supplement AVES response 561 oul o sechon 4.3 below are further detsils of the wesie
technologias proposed al Esholt, and how shey would relate 10 ona anoihar to collachyely foem the
Resigual Waste Managemeant Canine

The Mechanical Pre-Treatment (MPT) facility = desgrad 1o mecover matenats for recycing from the
Councile” residual wasie sireams. Thase rasidual waste Sireams are 1ha munkcpal waste straams that
thee Council has ket Tolowing the poor separation of recycdable matens by the housahoklens olleciad
through kerbemde colleciion recyding, mnd the extrachon of recyclable waste Bt the Household Wasts
Recychng Cemres

Tha mzonty of tha Councls’ resdual waste would De galrearad 10 the recaption hall ot thes faciity
from reduse collectian vahiches and buk heulage vehicles,

Tha faciley woukd comprise of & plant that extrects and sorts recyclable matesial Trom e resicual
wasia siream This would inclisde sleciromagnets separation of Termous matenaks s eddy cument
segarnEan of non-ferrous mesals

Tha malerials recoveresd would De nspecied Tor guelily befora Bakng, short Lamm  slorags amd
transporiatiom off @te for reprocessing ine new procucts: Tha ramaining waste matenal would ba
transpomed fram e MET Tacity by conveyar o the CHF plant dor use as fuel.

Tha Blolegical Treatment facility = dasigned o recycle Councd organic waste incluting thal arsing
froen househoid Kitehen waste and creale & bamalicial compast matenal. The beolsgical weatment
procsss includas 8 pupess designed composting pland, b2 ihe compasting process will be bataly
encizsed withn o purposa-buik buikding, Folowing she conversien of e grganic wirsis mio o compast
procect, the product would ba soeensd as necessany and allowad to mabure undercowar and then
stored untd use

T Combined Hesl and Pawer (CHP) enabled sneray recoveny Tcilly woukd receds fuel gened
from the Cowncils wase nom e Telowing sources

& The oufput from the MPT Tackly arsng iom he Councls’ wisss

¢ Commerial and Indusingl wasta delivered direcily ootha CHE facilsy

The fued Wil be recaived imo e waste storags bumker of he CHP plant before béang processed
thmuah @ mesving gade thamal fraptmant. system. This would combust tha wasts, refeasing thes
enafgy conlent mbo hot axhaust gases which is then recovered by a steam taisng boiar, Tha
resuling steam s passed o & steam Libing connecied % @ gQeneraian producing electncity. The
resuling eleciicity would be used o power the adiacent Eshall wasts waler teamant works and
ofher #elda water and wasta wisar reatment wirks n Yarkshina

Tha sehousl skapm from the process shll hos considerabla emergy comlent and thes beal wil be
memilabie to ba ysad m edhar:

Bradiond  Waste Management DPDC AVE Page 11af 14
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» [listrict Heating Sysiem 1aking anangy in tha form of hot water via a natwork of pipas o
uzers of haat energy in the Aire valay end Bradlord, snd of

& Sawage realment processes ab the Esholt Waste water Treatmeant Works

Either aplion would provide & magr confribution % the ranawable energy sgenda with emaronmenial
end commercial atiractions far Bradiand.

Adiacent o the CHP plant wall be & Bottom Ash Aggregale [BAA) facility. This wauld treat the
botbom &k fram the combuastion grates of the CHP process, Ay Temous and non- Terods metals
would be safracied by alectomagnetc and addy curand separation respectiialy. The Ash would then
bt processed info the diffenant grades of BAA. BAA IS a8 proven product Suiteble for use within the civi
and constrection indusiry as a replacement Tor primany aggregate, k. sand, gravel and crushed rack
eoftracted through quasrying. BAA woukl ba stomed on site and than used in consruclion projecis as
thay ansa in Bradiord and the surmaunding region.

Tha faciites al the Centre would ba supported by addibonal functions housed in workshops and
staft office accommedation. In addiion tha Cantre wil nclida a Visitor Centre that would be mada
availabiie for lecal schaols and ather inferested groups o support aducalion on wasie, energy and the
ervimanment. This can ba linked 1o the axisting Education Centre at Eshalt WwTW to damonsirate the
symargies batwean wasle watar troatment and municipal wasie reatment. Tha Contra would alsg
inclede cperatonal equipmant such as waighbndpas and water storaga and would make proyvision for
circubation of vehicles within the sie on had-sudaced roads.

5d The Suftabiity of Esfiol for Wasle Refated Uises

Az one of Yorkshire Waler's largest operabonal waste waber reaimenl wiorks, Esholt s an existing
wasa management locaian. Thara ara many procass symargies that con ba acheaved trough tha
lacation of adobonal wasta reladed wsas at this site and additional benefis o Bradford in terms of
innavation and employment. which are unigue 1o the Eshall sie

FPS510 supports tha considarabon of Graen Belt sites for waste relatad wsas and draft Mabcnad Polcy
Stabemants ane suppartive of energy enarating uses within Major Developed Sites in 1he Gresn Bal.
In sddfion, the Esholt site is wel screened from view and the <ie that AVE s proposing foo
consideration o5 an sllooation inthe Wassa OPD, & previously developed land.

Sel oul balow ara some of the potantial synengies which are unique 1o the co-iocetion of wase
managament usas with Esholt Wastewater Treatment works

* Process Symergles: Low grade heat, which is a by-product from the CHF component of
the proposed Residual Weste Managemant Centre can ba used to sipnificantly enhance
the sewage sladge managemant proceas ab the site, and in deing o can vield an additicnal
energy sourca in tha form of biogas. Cursntly, sawaga sludga s eithar incinarabad (prmary
sludge) of freated by anaerchic digestion (secondary sludps). Working with Yorkshire
Wabar, 8VE s nvestigating the pobantial to hydrolyse all of the sewsge shidge using
surplis heat from the ERY, than treating the sludpe by ansersbic digestion. Using hest from
the EWW 1o heal tha digestars, meaning that the bicgas could be collacted for use as fuel
ratfier tan being used on site 10 heat tha digesiars.

« Energy and Carbon Savings: Yorkshine Waber (s ane of the largast elecincity usars in the
region.  Eleciiicity cowld be generabed directly from the proposed Residual Wasie
Managament Centre, which woukd sipnificantly reduce the ameunt of elcincty the Esholt
Wi TW will nesad o axtract Trom tha national grid and allows the alactriciy pamarabon on
site 00 be used as alfficiently as possible, eminating the ransmission lesses thal occur
when transmiifiing eleciriciy over long distance via the naticnal grid

Broiford  Waste Menagsment DPD: AVE Paga 12 af 14
raspansa bo [ssue and Options Drai
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Eradiord Waste Management DFD

AWE response to Issue and Optians Draft - Alre va “ev

environmental

Inngvation and Economic development: Thara ore mamy synergas between the
processes used 5 freal wasie water and general household and commerdal waste. Eahalt
VWwTW has to date pisnesred anaerabic digestion, ghyio-conditioning and the use of weod
coppica in tha waste water fraatmant procass and Yorkshire Water contmues to axplore tha
opporunifias from alges, biohusls, and hwdrogan in s cperafiors. Locatng a Residual
Waste Management Centre at Eshall in conjunction with the WwTW would further enhance
opparunilies far innovation and allow successhul opportuniies o be ploted B maore
commercial wasts arenas. Thers 15 an sxsting office davelopment 8t Eshalt (Homsa Farm)
which could accommadate companies with an inkarest in waosta related research and
inncaation, providing a real opportunity o echisve e coocation cbeective of RSS Policy
EMv14. This will assist Bradiond 1o become & leading authority in wasie and enangy retated
rasamrch.

District Heating Provision: High grade heat from tha proposed Rasidusl Wasle
Managament Camra could be usad fo haal chvic buldings and resdentiel properes in
Bradiond. AVE has identilied a deliverable nouta far a hal waber oF Steanm pips network fnom
the Eshodt site 1o the Cenad Road regensraton area and maka this achievabéa. This could
suppor Bradiord's wider aspiratan 1o defiver an Lihan Eco-Setilament at Canal Road.

Apperiey Bride Park and Ride; 4 planning applicabon has besn submittad recantty for a
reev rail atation and as=aciabed Park and Ride facilfies located immedately South of Eshalt
The delvery of this transport infrasiracture would provide the opporiunity Tor exisbng
W TW empioyaes and potential Reskdual 'Wasle Managament Cantra emplowess o travel
by @ modia cther than the privata car 1o the site

£ § Summany

AVE considers thal Esholt is a suilable Iocabon for waste managemant uses. The sie proposed for
development i previously developed land and Sumplus 10 operalional requirements. & wass
management e s alse appropriate adiacent o 4 wasle waler eatment works. There are also
signficant synergy banafits that can be achievad which are benefical to Bradiord. This sita would ba
an ophmal arvaronmeant for innavation in anargy generation and procass tachnolegies, which could
add o the diversilication of Bradiord's econcmy. 7 would also make a sigrificant cortibubion bo the
heat ard enangy provision of propesed new communities in regeneration / growih areas.

Brodford  Wasle Manpgement DPD: AVE Paga 13af 14
raapanss o lssue and Cptons Draf
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Bradford Waste Management DFD

AVE respanse te |ssue and Optiens Draft Aire valley

environmental

Appendix

Sradford Weaste Managemsnt DFD: AVE Fage 14 of 14
response 1o Isswa and Optiors Draft
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12. GOVERNMENT OFFICE FOR YORKSHIRE AND THE HUMBER

CovERNMENT OFFICE
Fol Yorusirer axn Tor Hosere

Andigw Marshall ‘fasin Faja
LEF Group Senior Plarming Cifficer
8" Froor Jacobs Wall Ptanning Team
Manchester Road Lateral
Bradford Esk Wing
BC1 ERW & City Walk
Leads
22 January 20410 LE11 9AT
Ted: 0113 344 J8E8
Fam: 0113 344 1065
yasin.rajaEsayhugsi. pov.uk
Drzar Andraw
BRADFORD MDC

WASTE MANAGEMENT DPD: ISSUES AND OPTIONS PAPER (MOWV 200H)

Thank you for conswting the Government Office on the above document. The Government Cifice
at this stage has an advisory role rather than one of making formal representations. We appreciate
that this DFD is &t an exploratory sieage and thersfore do nod consider |t to be appropriate to
comment in detall, The comments afe iMendid to Belp the Counca as il progresses b3 the Rl
slage of plan preparation

The cormements are based on an assessment of the general scops and confent of the docwment,
taking account of current guidancs, ncluding the tesis of soundness in FPS12, and are without
prejudice i any farmal GOYH representations at later stazes of the process,

W also atach a nole produced by the Planning Inspectorate in 2009 Examinlng e Soundness of
Minerals and Waste Policies in Cors Sfrategies, which is also relevant to Waste DPDs. You will
find ft helpful fo look at the content of this OFD and also the emerging Core Strategy (S5) in the
light of this advice and we do not propose repeating the poinis ratsed in ouwr comments. The
questions & the and showd be particularty useful,

You may asa find it helpful 16 look &t seund waste DPDs produced by other authorfies: these can
be accessed via the PAS website, although FiNS doss not advise using these as exemplars.
These incheds in this Region the sound 5 and Waste OFD adopted by Waketfield Council,

tegether with this Inspecter's reparts,

Linkages with CF

Im future versions of the waste OPD it will be important to make chear what is the intendad
relationship/coverage with regard to waste bebween this DPD and the C3. You consulted in 2008
on the waste Isswues and options for the C5 and we understood that it would be deaing with
sirategic waste paicy, inciuding management af munRicipal waste and areas of search for strategic
facilities. However, you now appear 1o be covering e strategic level in this DPD. We have no
objeciion to this approach and wouid in this respect refer you to paragraph 2.1 of the PINS note.
This states that where it is clear that waste strategy/policies are bsing provided In a separate or
subseguent DFD, there ks no need to do other than confirm this position (n a gensral C3 and we

RO

WWW.GOYH.GOV.UK
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COVERNMENT OFFICE
FoR YorEsiRE axD Tor Howvmrn

sugges! you considaer the advice in this paragraph when firming up on the split betwean the two
docurmenis. You will, howewer, need to expand paragraph 2,17 to include the emeeging C5
eirateqic policies 50 &5 to provide a hoaok for this DPD. By the time this DPD is submitted, the CS
strategic policies should be in placs.

Vision & Objectives

This document should contain its own locally distinctive, reallstic and inclusive vision of what
Bradford will be e from the waste point of view at the end of the plan period. This vision should
be developed from the visicn in the Sustanable Community Strategy, the emernging spatial vision in
thir C5 and the specific Bsues identfied thraugh consultation and Trom olher strategies and the
myidence base

Likewise the objectives will nesd to stem from the visicn and also reflect anatysis of the district's
unilque spatial issues thus being locally distinctive.

Bavloping apliong

Thie LOF sysiem fequires the generalion and evaluation of oplions and altermatives. In subsequaen
versions of the DFD you will need to sat cut information regarding your assessment of options and
alternatives and their salection and rejection. This will siso need to nconporate the site selection
process. You showd be able fo show that the document is genuinely front-icaded with evidence of
community invelvemaent in the development of issues and allemative oplions and encouragement
of a meaningful response based on a genuine choice of oplions.

Selection of the preferred approach showld be progressed in comparisan with the aliermatives and
with commément growing at each stage. The decision making process should be transparent.
Chear reasons will naed to be given for the selection of oplions, together wilh a pricis of the
altermativies thal wene also considensd, Sustainability appraisal is an important alerment of aplion
appraisal and should ok at all options inchuding discounbed ornes,

honitoring & Flexibiithy

The DPD will e b have clear mechanisms for implarmentation and manitering and will need o
be sulficieritly fexibie to cope with ehanging sireurnstances

| hope you will find thess comments heipful as you progress to the next stags of document
preparation. | am happy to discuss these and any other isswss with pou.

Yours sinceraly,

Yasin Raja

WWW.GOYH.GOV.UK



13. YORKSHIRE FORWARD

Andrew Marshall

Strategy Manager

Local Development Framework Group
8" Floor Jacob’s Well

Manchester Road

Bradford

West Yorkshire

BD1 5RW

Your Ref: TDP/P&P/LDFOWDPD/I&O
Our Ref: YF/10/23

25" January 2010
Dear Andrew.

WASTE MANAGEMENT DEVELOPMENT PLAN DOCUMENT (DPD): ISSUES AND
OPTIONS CONSULTATION (REGULATION 25)

Thank you for seeking Yorkshire Forward’s comments on the above document. The
Agency welcomes the opportunity to comment on local planning policy formulation within
the Yorkshire and Humber region as part of our role as a statutory consultee.

The document recognises the need to address the content of the Regional Spatial
Strategy, which in turn recognises the influence of Waste Strategy 2007 and its general
reference to the Waste Hierarchy. The document supports RES Objective 5D (i) and 5D
(iv), which seek to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions and analyse and respond to flood
risk associated with climate change.

In line with the waste hierarchy, we would wish to see consideration of the ‘reduce
element’ where this can be applied. Similarly, YF would expect that the former proximity
principle be adhered to, and that the proposals would seek to treat waste as close to the
point of arising as possible. When considering the aims and objectives of the DPD, we
would support the prospect of promoting waste reduction and considering this alongside
proximity issues. In addition, we consider that Bradford’s waste strategy would be
supported by the introduction of buy recycled policies and the promotion of a green
procurement programme.

In terms of the best approach to hazardous waste, if the quantities generated are small, it
may be more sustainable to export this waste to specialist facilities outside the district,
rather than develop a new plant which is only viable if supported by imports of waste from
outside the district.

Finally, | hope the above comments are helpful in shaping the DPD and look forward to
future opportunities for involvement in the Local Development Framework preparation
process. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any comments or queries
regarding this response.

Yours sincerely,

160
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John Pilgrim
Senior Planning Executive
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14. BURLEY PARISH COUNCIL

| FOR OFFICE USE CINLY
{EspHo | Caie Entered | Oificar

Form for commenting on the Core Strategy Issues and Options Further
Consultation

(9" November 2009 — 25" January 2010)

The Council is consulting on the Waste Managament DPD: Issues and Options. The document that
re available for public comment is the Waste Management: |ssues and Options Report

1 ‘¥ou may photocopy this form or obtain further copies free of charge from the Council. The form
is also available to download on the Council's websita on www.bradford. gov.ukildf. It is
recommended that representations be mada on this form as this haips us o consider your
comments propery. If you find it easgier o answer the guestions on separale sheels please

| ensure you are clear about the question you are answering. Please complete the form in black

| Ink, clear writing or typing to aid processing. If you require any assistance completing this form

Your Datails:

DiieMs . sumame. Giriffitias, T
Address. Bueen's. Hall, Maia Shvaed
Organisafion: ﬂwﬂtﬂ..&ti.hh..ﬂnmi |

Tele No: Home..... = ............ WorkDIWYS KoL 2E  mobie DR TRLIEL
PR o Emﬂ:fﬁti.ﬂﬂdlmﬁhmflljr.h-ﬂm;n&




Waste Management DFD: Issues and Options Paper

Key Questions.

Bradiord Councl s seeking yowr views on the Wasie Management issues and Qpfions raised within fhe Dewalopment Plan Documeant,

(mee wans bradiond goy. ukifdl)

1. How shoukd BMDS woek jomnily with neighbouriog locsl aulhortes and those whene the District curmenily expons its wasia?
Acticns could Inchude:

+  infpmation shanng relstng o ey waste data indicatoes, their analysis and mummg
& Caotaboraiive working oo emenging wast= DPDVs and thelr revews

- Commenting an waste misted planning apolicalions, and
- rmmmmmdpmmmwuammwmmmu?

5 s  To be mome setf-sufficiest in managing our own waste thraogh macimising cpporunities: Tor wasle mduclion and increasing e amoonts.
of wasie we re-Uss, recycks, composd Bnd recouar mesling regional and national tagets ovar the penod (o 2028,

- To minimtsa the amount of eskdual wasie sant an o Eeddil siten within and outside Bradord Distnct. We fsed b make grealer sfoms o
deal with o own wiisle within the Distnct;

*  Toensuns thal expandsd snd new wasle develapments suppon the planned geowih end wasia naods of the Bradfced community. and
e T e in collsbarabon with nesghbouring eal suthontias snd sashs industny aponssars 10 snsure that suberegonal wasls ssues g

effectivaly considaned and planned ke, recognising that sach local autherty will 2eek ko manage its osn assis mons eflecively In the plan
parid whera Lhis @ e most stable oplien

2 Are there any local cicumstances which would lzad us 1o depar! from Theses oijectives, I so what sve [hey and whal sheuld (he oo@ctves be?
HNe

LCT LT e e e i S e

3. D vl N 10 allosale: aibes for Bl cataganes of waste or do wa just | 5 A the evels of wasie to ba planned for witfen the DPD malilic or
naed to afccate site for MSW anc CE1 waste? should we B8 planning for diferant lsvals of wasia? If so. what level of

Al:nqmurmﬁm“cmmwﬂ WiRIR: o YOu $-#5 belng mars pproprisio | mubic?

AL forecsrbs Soe o fMeaeese in.
weste Kaowidl v ok s bimiling b
n,;l.uui‘l-fl’lﬁ. .............................
ix Lot Haa [clenaati Haa 3o L
-Ehnn.u wet mm. m-qa.miu wils

ra
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&. Through the OPD the Counal can inchule plarning which

approaches
analsl in mducing wasa anisings, such as promobng the oh-aile feuss o
mcycling of washe and how waste s proceased for axampls

Ags thare el approaches of mnimisng wasie ansings that the Counsd
shiould promobe in the DPD7

mmmmﬂm Loty
Mis ot the nelioad |$ltlt.l+dl
tewvel.

™

el e-uise of wasle
yoa 1

7. Are there any local circumatances that would ead us o dMar from
the rational and egional policy aspimbon fo maxmae the

& Bhould criena based podces be consdered far the provision of waste

Fohar g e spacine”
B o

fackites for agricultoial sl ‘ather Bypes of wasts =iing
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ISSIIES AND OPTIONS

Feous on comaidating and mcreasieg capotdy al dwistng fasiies
acmss the Dsirck, and mecognisa that soma wasie will need 1o D
managed oiilskds Bracfard

Prowida pddionsl gites god capacily b manpge moss wasla than &
procuced in tha District, #Aowing scope ta impert and handie waste fom
oiher plades. in the fubrs

“Option 2

Gption 4

Prowide additional sies and capacty 10 MBNAGD Qrowing WeSR
arsings within the District.

Dpticn &

Minmse waste production
appropiate planiing polices,
e,

{ aemings across the Distect through
Iherefore minimising . sHe allosations

Assuming Option 2 andior 3 @ preferential. whaet sype of faciies
ahoidd b provided.

e S

Witk with aiRcent authoriies to identify approprale sies ! focibies bo
spoornmodate wasts SiEnGs a8 cosely &8 poaaits 10 Ihair sounce

|

Option or combenation of optians for fsswe 7 ae the most
apprapfiale shd why?

opHaa Lk + 8

Whad oihar cpfiors should be consicemd?

Conceniraly waste management faciilies in a small number o
alegc Hies | localions.

identify a largs numbes of amall sibes dispersed sooss the Distid for
whEls managhment purposes.

Wihich aplion Tor lsaues 2 & the mast sppropriste and win?

e D e

#rn theen any other options that should be corsidered dor ssun 27

I

Should diffensm spprosches b sppied O dferan] weibs slreams?
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Test all siteg on tra shal kng list within the ansa of ssach, excuding
thise in the Grsen Beh ather than eciling tacifies

Teaet 48 uilas on e rifial long list including new potentinl sies = ihe
Green Bok |

Which oplion i Bhe mist appicpnale snd Wiy'T A ihere ATemative
opticns?

Test g long It of potantial waste skes (appandi 1) against the
Commescisl & Indusirial waste facity

e Shass he nght cribere and weighting? I rot. than please say why
A thane ' additional oriena requied 7

Inchide-crana based pokcies in e YWasts Managemes DPD hat

uies the masirisation of oh-sie tecyeling and re-use of consinaction | corsinition and demollion waste managemant faclites
mmnmdhmmmmm

washe arisings.

Opdian 3

| Combination of Ophons T and 2.

'Which optice do wu:.nmuﬂhmndmpmpdlh lnd:miT,"?‘

Hpran |

Irclute & criesis based polcy for lpeEling now and arpanded

e thens any athéer opion thal Should D8 considaned 7
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HM‘I @!
Idmntify pobertzal new sibes. for managing haeardous wasls now evan Dia not ieniify polantial new sies for managing hazadous waste as they
thowugh such capacily may nol ba mguined in the shord esm plan period @re nof fmeguined n e shord iem penod.

Dl 3 Opthan &

m:mummwhm clher’ wasie Duvedop a policy approsch combining efther Cpton 1 or  wiln Option 1.

—

Wrich option do yoo consider the most approprate for lsses 8 and 8 il appeoprate b aRsUm that agnculural waste wil be deall with al
Wiy wﬂqrmﬂnmrﬂmmmmmfmwﬂﬂlmm

Ii- h. mmdj ﬂuu.u.-

Should ihe DPD considar sy olhar fypes. of washe?

m

Through the mclusion of appeoprabes crberia based policies, sncourage | Provide sddiiens! land il capachy within the Disinc through the
he use of alternative iachnglogies for the tmatmeet of reaidual wasta identification of swtable sbes within the Waste Manageresd DPD

limiting landfll capacity within tha District
Dptiond. Option 4
Previte o combingtion of both Options 1 and 2 Uitiksa This existing subsegional capacity in the first instance. bt ssll

orovide andditional el capecly winin ha District Bnough fne
camitcation of suURabie sies wiihin tha Wazts Managsmenl DPD. Ary
danifed addivonal landfil capacty only 5 b dikaed whaen The sub-
negicnat cCapacky rearns asausion

| W¥hich ppticn do you consaier Lhe most aapropriate tor Baue 7 and For issug 7 Oplian 2, should additional capacity be identified in assling

why? of new sies?

e
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ize thers other pphons that shoukd ba conssdered Tor ssus 77

Please note that representations cannot be treated as confidential and a schedule
of all representations received will be published

0 Please datach the completed comment farm and return by Monday 25th January 2040
o

Bradford Local Devedopment Framewark Group
FREEPOST NEA11445

PO BOX 1068

BRADFORD,

801 18R

amai [df consultaticndggbea tford. gow uk
Fax 1274 433767

Hand Dglivar ta the ary of the districis planning ofces n the City Centre, Keghley, Shiplay
and lkley,
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15.0 ENVIRONMENT AGENCY

City of Eradfard Metrapolitan District Our ref: RAZO0EM100240/0T-

Council 01/151-L01

Development Services Your ref: Newvember 2009
Jacobs Well

Eradford Date: 25 Januwary 2010
‘West Yorkshire

ED1 SRW

Dwar SinMadam
Waste Management DPD - Issues and Options

Thank you for consulting ws on the |lssuss and COptions for Bradford's Waste
Management DFD. We have the following comments to make.

Waste Mill'l!lgtl'ntl‘lt
Crogs-Boundary Considerations

We agree thal Bradicrd should wark closely with neighbauring local authorilies i the
areas lsted, We would alsa like b see shanng information and expenence of new
waste fechnology’ included in the list of acticns,

There should be a joint approach 1o the management of specific waste streams in
arder to achisve the highest levels of resource recovery. For example, despite both
washe wood and food wastes having recognised treatment technalogies aimed at
remeving them from residual waste sireams, a large percentage is still disposed of
a% rezldual waste.

Dbjectives = wasie as 8 resource

The objectives for waste management make sense but we would like more emphasis
on waste as a rescurce. We would add o the list of objectives: To consider and plan
for the use of wasie as a aw materialenergy souwrce for local indusin: both sxisting
amnd new’

Waste Capacity

The figures presented on the curment sduation are reasonable and we agres that
mast waste is ransferred and treated or disposed of outsice the district, We have
recently issued a permit for waste treatment by autoclave i central Bradford with a
permitied capacity of 320,000 tonnes per annum of municipal or cormmercial residual

Ermircnment Agency

Fhoenix House, Glabal Avenue, Leeds, L511 8PG
Cuslomer s=raices line: 08708 606 506

Ernal enquiesdBersirefment-agency. goy. ik
el g i e -Gagen oy gov ik

Contd..
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waste, This facility is not yet operational but once it is it has the potential to make a
significant contribution to the aim of managing waste with the district.

Waste Forecasting

The approach to forecasting 5 reasonable. As the document states, infarmation on
construction and agricultural waste i not $0 reliable and s alse dependent an
scanomic activity, We will keep you informed as new data becomes available

FPlannir rcaches

The council could promote sustainable construction through a Supplementary
Planning Cocument. This docurnent cowld flag the need for Site VWaste Management
Plans and good building design so as to encourage and facilitate waste segregation.

Internal Waste Management

We support Bradford's commitment 1o fake respensibility for its own waste by
previding fazilities within the district but wauld ask that development of waste
capacity (both public and private ) in other districts is kept in view o as to achigve
the most sustainable solution.

Location of waste Sites

The chesen solulien must be the one that exiracts the most value frem waste and |3
algo flexible ancugh 1o accommodate advances in technology and changes in waste
camposition,

Locational Criteria for municipal solid waste and commarcial indugtrial waste
managemsnt facilities

Any waste management facility would be subject to a permit under the environmental
permitting regulaticns. The abjective of the permit is to prevent harm to the
environment or human health. For incinerators emission limits are set ta comply with
thase in the Waste Incineration Directive which are based en Warld Health
Organsation Standards, A permit would not be ssued in a particular location f air
quality standards would be breached as a result of the installation.

Impacts can be considered in the context of the contrels required by the pemit

«  Emigsion limits far air (with an assessmaent agains! the Waste Incineration
Diractive], land and watsr.

AR GSAUF Managerment plan

A noise assesement

A consideration of energy efficiency

A consideration of how to minimise waste produced and raw material used.
An Environmaenial Managemaent System

An accident management plan

Requirement to use ‘Best Available Technigues to ensure compliance.

L L L

The Health protection Agency have issusd guidance on the potential health effects of
madern waste incinerators | Below s the first paragraph of the summany of the
repart “The Impact o Health of Emizsions to Al from Municipal Waste incineralors’

- Health Pratecion Agency - Seplember 2009

Contid.. 2z
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‘The Health Protecfion Agency has reviewed rezearch undertaken fo examine the
suggested finks befwean smissions from municipa! washe incinevators and effects an
heaith. While it iz not posaible fo rule out adverse health effects from modem, well
reguisted municipal waste incinerators with complete cerfainty, any potential damage
fo the health of those lving close-by 15 lkely fo be very small, If detectable, This wew
is based on detalled assessments of the effects of air pollutants an fealth and on the
fact that madern and wel managed municipal wazte \ncineralors make only a very
srall contribution o lacal concenfrations of alr pollutants,’

We accept that permits cannot controd the public’s perception of how their quality of
life iz affected by a facility because the expsrience of odour or noise for example is
personal. Thers may be no direct threat to health or environment but some people
may still find the facility unacceptable, We would advise separating edour from air
emissions as an impact, experence tells us that adour is the most comman cause af
camplaint and has 1o dabe bean more of & preblem with technologies designed 1o
handle large quanties of mixed bicdegradable waste,

Prozimity to markets/uses for heat or recyclate should be considered when
asssssing sites for locating waste management sites. The closer the end wser of any
heat or recyclats the more sustainakle the transaction to the end user.

Theres is no specific criterion for fleod risk. Pleass see the section at the end of this
batter an the requirements of PPS25: Developmant and Flood Risk.

A m |

W agres that the first priority |$ 19 reduce and reuss construction waste on site
through the use of sustainable construction methods and site waste management
plans. A building materials reuse infrastructure should be encouraged - some
councils are considering building material ‘'shops’ at civic amenity sites.

Reuse and recyeling on site 5 the mast sustainable aplion bul somelimes this is not
viable on smaller canstruction sites. Lats of unsorted Bullders waste is stil landfilled
and it s widely fly tipped. In arder to Increase recyeling and reduce fiy tipping we
wiolld advocate some offsite pravision for small builders,

Managemsnt of ‘other’ waste streams
Hazardows waste

Planning provision for hazardous waste management is likely to bensfit from regional
consultation and consultation with neighbouring authoribes, Sites for a propased
hazardous waste facility would be subject 1o rigoreus enviranmental risk
asessments bafors & permit could be gramted. This should be barne in mind whaen
proposing sies for hazardous wastes,

Agricuitural washe

We agree that criteria based policies would be beiter for agricultural waste. We have
litile reliable data on agricultural waste but anscdotally our feeling is that some types
of agricuttural waste are being dealt with on farms and that there is increasing
interest in anasrobic digestion and compasting for dealing with slurries and

Contid.. 3



vegetable waste, on a relatively small scale. Criteria based policies which recognise
the impacts of these types of technologies would prove ussful.

Ciher types of agricwtural waste such as packaging. scrap metal and construction
waste are more likely to be dealt with off farm as commercial industrial wasts.

Management of Residual Waste

There I certalnty still scope for reducing the amaunt of ‘residual waste' which needs
to be dealt with. Flans are in place to increass recycling of MSW. The position with
Commernzial Industrial and Construction waste however is less clear. The first step
should be to ensurs that all wastes is treated as far up the hisrarchy as possible. and
that as much as possible is reused or recycled.

An emenging issue over the past 12 manths has been the dispoesal or further
traatrient of the outputs from Mechanical Biolegical Treatment and Auteclave type
facility commanty referred to a3 Compest Like Output or in some cases Refuse
derlved Fuel. These culputs remain waste and as such require waste permits for
their anward treatrment or disposal. Thay cannat be spread to land withaul
authorisation or bumed for energy except in a Waste Incineration Directive compliant
incimerator.

There is a nesd to plan for productive outlets for these residual wastes, alongside
the proposals for initial treatment.

Landfill is & last rescrt and any reguiramant for further capacity should be assessed
on this basis,

Flood Risk

The imsues and options docurnent does not mention flood risk, which is an imporiant
consideration in locating waste management sites. Flease see the following
carnments on flood risk

Sequential Test and Exception Test

Apy developrment proposed in either high risk flocd Zone 3 or medium rigk fleod zone
2 must pass the Sequential Test and whers necessary the Exception Test, as
outlined in Planning Policy Staterment 25 (PRPS525).

PP525 advocates a sequential approach to siting developrnents with preference
given to those sites in low risk flcod zome 1 (defined as having a less than 1 in 1000
annual probability of rver fooding in any year). Only where no reasonably available
alternative sites are svaillable in fleod zone 1 should consideration be given to
lecating developmaent in medium risk flocd zone 2 (defined as having betwesn & 1 in
100 and 1 in 1000 annual prebakility of river leading in any yeary, Developmaent
sheuld enly be considered in high risk flood zene 3 (defined as having & 1 in 100
year or greater amnual probakbility of river flooding in any year) where thers are no
reasonably available altermative sites in either flood zones 1 or 2. Ses Annex D of
FPS25 for further information.

PPS2Z5 classifies landfill and waste managemsnt facilities for hazardows waste as
uses which are 'more vulnerable' ta flood rigk. All ether waste freatment sibes are

Cont'd.. 4
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classified as being 'less wvulnsrable' to flood risk. When assessing potential wasis
managemesnt sites consideration must be given to the flood risk vulnerability
classification FPS525 has assigned the proposed wss. & ‘'more vulnerable’ use
proeposed in high rigk flood zone 3a which passes the Sequential Test, must then go
on to pass the Exception Test (Table 0.3, paragraph D8] Neither ‘maore’ or ‘less’
vidlnerable development (Le. any type of waste site) 5 permissible in flood zone 3b =
classed as ‘functional flacdplain’,

Site Specific Flood Risk Assessmant

All development proposals in mediurn risk flood zone 2 and high risk flood 2zone 3
must be accompanied by an FRA which demonstrates that the development can
rernain safe in the event of a flocd and will not increase flood risk to the site or
slsawhsare.

All development propesals over orme hectars in flood zene 1 must also be
accompanied by an FRA. In this case the FRA should demonstrate that surface
waters will be managed ta avold increased flood risk 1o the site or elsewhers

Flood risk assesaments should be carrised out to the appropriate degree of detail and
assess the risks of all forms of fleoding to and from development and must take
climate change into account, as required by PPS25.

Those developments within flood zones 2 and 3 which pass the Sequential Test and
whviare necessary the Exception Test, must adopt & sequential aporeach to site
layaut. The site layout must aim to keep those alemaents of the development mast
vulnerabhe to floading in the lowest flood risk areas of the site. The development
should alse have approgriate mitligation measures io reduce the impact of fload
Suants

Should you require any additional information, or wish to discuss these matters
further, please contact me on the number bekoe.

Yours sincersly

Salty Armstrong

Planning Liaisan Officer

Diract dial 0113 213 4923 Direct fax 0113 213 4600

Direct e-mail sally.armstrong@environment-agency.gowv.uk

End 5
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16. COAL AUTHORITY

The Coal ‘

Authority
BRADFORD WASTE MANAGEMENT DPD ISSUES & OPTIONS FURTHER
CONSULTATION

Consultation Deadline - 25 January 2010

Tha folioiaing conlaci detais are the only ones you need for planning related matiers, therefore
plagse amend your dalabase if necessary

Contact Details

Flanning and Lacal Authority Lialson Department
Theie Coal Authority

200 Lichfield Lare

Barry Hill

MMEMSFIELD

Matinghamshire

G183 4RG

Planning Ermail il [tati I
Planning Enguifbes 01623 B37 119

P Iakin
hiark Hamsan
Planning Ligison Officer

BACKGROUND ON THE COAL AUTHORITY

Thar Coal Authority is a Men-Departmental Public Bedy sponsored by the Depariment of Energy
and Climate Change [DECC). The Coal Aulhority was estabished by Parliament in 1994 1o
undertake specific statutery responsibiities associated with the licensing of coal mining opsrations
in Britain; handle subsidence claims which are not the responsibiiity of licensed coalmine
operatons; deal with property and historic Rability iseuess and provide Information on coal rining.

Tha Coal Authorily sel up & new Planning and Local Authority Lisison Department in 2008 1o re-
engage with the three planning systems acress England, Scotiand and Wales, The main amess of
planning interest to The Coal Authority In terms of policy making relate ta:

= the safeguarding of coal as a mineral in accordance with the advice contained in MPS1 and
MFGE3 in England; and

= ensurng that future devsiopment is undertaken safely and reduce the fuiure Bability on the
tax payer for subsidence and other mining related hazards claims ansing from the legacy of
coal mining in accondance with the advice in PPG14 and MPGS in England

Surface Coal Resources and Prior Extraction
Althedgh it is acknowledged that the Bradiord Waste Management DPD does nolb cover minerals
specifically as this is contained within the Core Strabegy and subsequent Land Allacations DPD
you will b= aware, the Bradford area contains coal resources which are capable of extrachion by



surface mining operations.  This information & avallable te Minsral Planning Authorities free of
charge from The Coal Authonty following signing a data sharing licence and was given to City of
Bradford Metropolitan District Council en the 4 September 20043,

Thae Coal Authority is keen B> ensure thal coal resources are nof unduly sterilised by new
developrment. Ininstances where this may be the case, The Coal Authonty would be seeking prior
extraction of the coal. Prior exfraction of coal afso has the benefit of removing any potential land
instability problems in the process. Contact details for indhvidual operators that may be able to
as5is1 with coal exiraclion in advance of development can be obtained from the Confederation of
Codl Producers wabsite at v Coalpre oo Uk mermbars shim|

As The Coal Authorty owns the coal on behalf of the state, i a development Is to intersect the
ground then speciic writhen permission of The Coal Authority may be reguired.

Th surface coal safeguarding issues thal impact on the Waste Managemaent DPD are a3 follows:
Representation Mo.1

Comment — The Coal Authonty has only the following gensral comment o make regarding the
presence of surface coal rescurces in relafion ko the Wasle Management DPD al this early stage

The Eradford MDC area confaing significant aress of surface coal resource which, in accordance
with the requirements of MPS1 to safequard energy mineral resources, should be identified within
gome part of the Bradford LOF as Minerals Safeguarding Arsas (MSA). Locating washe faclifies in
these MSAs should ideally be avoided in the firs! instance. However, the area of surface coal
rescurce in Bradfiord is extensive, and it is acknowiedged that development associated with washe
Fanagerrenl may have 10 be proposed wihin the suface coal MSA. In This instance, as feguired
by BMPS1, consideration will need 1o be given to the prior extraction of the surface coal resourcs in
order io avodd the unnecessary sterilisation of the nation's assst.

Whilst researching the wider Bradiord LDF in order 1o provide contead 1o this Washe banagermient
DPD Issues & Oplions consultation The Coal Authorly was concermed o nobe that the Cone
Strategy kssues and Cptions consultations of February 2007 and November 2008, whilst nating in
the Minerals Topic Paper at paragragh 2.11 that coal resources exist in the area, falled to
acknovwledge the reguirsment of MPS1 o safeguard those resources for the future through the
LOF, The Coal Autharly expects that this significant cmission «ill be addressed through the Cone
Strategy Prefarmed QOptions report, when it i published for consuftation later in the year, We would
rafer you to the BGS publication 4 Guide fo Adteral Safeguarding in Engiland (October 2007) far
guidance on how 1o address mineral safeguarding through the various compaonants of the LOF.

Reason — In order for the owerarching approach in the Bradford LOF to fully accord with the
requirements of MPS1 regarding safeguarding of mineral resources,

Coal Mining Legacy

As you will be aware, the Bradford area has been subjected to coal mining which wif have left a
legacy, WIS moest past mining is generally benign in nature potential public safety and stability
problems can b trisgered and uncoversd by developrmen] sctivities,

Problems can include collapses of mine entries and shallow coal mine workings, emissions of mine
gasss, Incdenis of spontanecus combustion, and the discharge of water from abandoned coal
rmines. Thees surface hazards can be found In any coal mining area where coal exdsts near to the
surface, including existing residential aress, The niew Planning Depariment a1 The Coal Authoity
widy craated in 2008 to lead the work on defining areas where (hese [egacy I$5u0es may dcour

The Coal Authorty has records of ower 171,000 coal mine entrigs acroes the coaffields. although
there are thought to be many more unrecorded. Shallow coal which is present near the surdace
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can give riss to stability. gas and potential spontaneous combustion proglems.  Even in areas
where coal mining was deep, in some geological conditons cracks or fissures can appear at the
surface. |t is estirmated that as many as 2 million properties of the 7.F milkon properties across the
coafields may lie in areas with the potential 1o be affected by these problems. In ouw view, the
planning processes in coalfieid areas needs o take account of the coal mining legacy issues. The
principal source of guidance ls PPG14, which despite itz age still condains the scdence and best
practice on how o safely treat unstable ground.

Wiithin the Eradford anea thede ara approximately 2,850 recorded mina eniries and around 28 coal
mining relsted hazards. Mine enbies may be (ocaled in bul u aress, oflen under Buildings whera
e owmars and occupiers have no knowledge of their presence unless they have received a
rrining report during the property transaction. Mine entries can also be present in op=n epace and
areas of green infrastructura, potenilalty just under the surfacs of grassed arsas. Mne entries and
mining Iegacy mafhers should be considersd by the Local Planning Authorly 1o snsure site
allocations and dther policies and pregramamies will ied lead 1o fullre public safely hazards.,

Althouwgh mining legacy 15 a5 & result of mineral workings it i important that new dewvelopment
daliverad thaough the Local Development Framework. recogneses the problems and how they can
be positvely sddressed. Land instability and mining fsgacy is not & complete constraint an the
new development, rather it can be argued thatl because mining legecy mablers have Bean
addressed he Ry S8VRlopmant is Sale. slable and sustainakie,

Ag The Coal Authority cwne the coal and coal mine entrigs an Dehalf of the state, i a devslopment
I8 to interssct the ground then specific witten permission of The Coal Authority may be required.

Tha mining lagacy Hsues Hhad are relevant o the Waste Managemant DPD are as follows:
Represantation No.2

Comment — The Bradford MODC arsa has & significant iegacy of past coal rdning activity, including
mede an 2850 recorded mine entries, which needs o be Nully considered when identifying
patential sites for development associated with vwasle mansjement. Whilst hese coal mining
legacy iEsuas are spread throughoul the aulhority area, thers is a significant conceniration towands
the south east of the area, around the City of Eradford.

The Cosl Authorily 1$ thenefore pleased to note af paragraph 5.10 of the Wasle Management DPD
fhai ground stab@y has been used as an infial factor in idenifying areas of search far he kecalion
af wasle siles. The Coal Authodly would recommend thal ground conditions and land siabiity is
ussd by the Councll as a key oriterlon for assessing the appropriatensss of sites for any form of
dewelopment associated with waste managemeant.

Raason = In arder bo address the requinements of PPG 14 Develagment on Unstabla Land

CONMCLUSION

The Coal Authorty welcomes the opporunity 1o make thess sady comments, we are of Course
wiling bo discuss the comments made sbove in Fuber defall if desired and would be happy 1o
negaliate altemative suilable wording lo address any of ifs cancems,

Thank you for your attantion.
MARK E. M. HARRISON BA{Hons), DipTE, MRTRI

Planining Liaisan Officer
Planning and Local Authosity Liaison
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17. MINERALS PLANNING GROUP

FOR GFFICE USE ONLY
Reg Mo [ Gata Entered | Offical
[ |

Form for commenting on the Core Strategy Issues and Options Further
Consultation

(8" November 2009 — 25™ January 2010)

cl The CouncHl |s consulting on the Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options. The document that
are available for public comment is the Waste Management: lssues and Optlons Report

You may photecopy this form or obtain further copies free of charge from the Council. The form
is also available to download on the Council's website on www.bradford.gov.uk/idf, it is
recommended that representations be made on this form as this helps us to consider your
comments properdy. If you find it easier to answer the questions on separate sheets please
ensure you are clear about the question you are answering. Please complete the form in black
ink, clear writing or typing to aid processing. If you reguire any assistance complating this form

cl‘rom Details:

'.Trtta...MFL., Surname...... MILLMORE................... Forename...MARTIN...........o..
Address_ . FOX BROW, BROW LANE, CLAYTON.........

«BRADFORD, WEST YORKSHIRE, BD14 BPT........cccooimveee

Organisation: THE MINERAL PLANNING GROUP ... isevions

Tela No: Home.....Work.....01274 BB4550/884685 . . Mobile.. ..o,

Fax: ...01274 8B4664.... Email: ......... martinEmpg yorkscom...

FVICE
PLANNING SEF
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Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options Paper

Key Questions

Bradiord Councll iz seaking your visws on the Waste Management lssues and Oplions ramsed wilhin e Davalopment Plan Document,

(see v bradiord gov ukidn

*  Commenling mmmmwm;wﬂ

1. How should BMDC wark jointly with nesghbouring locad aushorities and those whans thi Districl cumenlly sepons s essie?
Achians couid incluse:

*  Informnadion shanng releing 0o key watss dals Indicsbeds, their snefvss and inlenpretation;
+  Colaboraiwe working on amangeng wasie DPDs and P mviews,

Thes coemrmimsicaing of joint reviews, dsta updates and specic wasts misted sudiss. L]

deai wiih cur pwn washo wifhie th Dhalncs

paricd where This i Te mosd sulabie opton,

*  Tobe more seif-suffident in managrg cur own wasts through masimising apporiunies 1 washe reduction and incresaing the amounis
of WRSS Wi [9-LS, Tecycl, compesi snd recover mesling regional and reSonal fargets over e panod Io 2026

*  To minimise the amount of residual wasée senl oo to landfil skes within and cotside Bradiond Desinict. Wi reid 1o maks grasier effons i

*  To snmume MAl sxpanded Bnd new wasts develcpments suppod the planned growth and wasse needs of the Bradford cammunity; and

*  Towod in colaboration wih neighbounng local athoriies and wasts indusiny
considered and planedd for, meegnisng Bel each koo sulhority will sesk 1o minsgs s own wasle mose efiaciheely in the plan

operaioes 8o ansue that sub-ragional wasio Bsuss ane

(F

2 Are fhere any local cincumstances which would inad us |e deper from theses abjctives, T a0 whal ane ihey and what shouid the chjscives be?

3 Do we need 1o allocabe sies for 38l caiagories of wishs of B0 we jusi
nedd o nliccale aks for CAl wasie?

Al Categures of Waale 1 iz and Ca1 Waste tniy ]

AACCATIONS  SHOWD . BE
Maoe fog ALL WASTL, . TYPE. .
N RDEL To RefusSTICAL.....
PLan. Fog The FUTLeE ...
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0. ... ..

(ol | & 3
of

planning approachas
aast n reducing wasts srmings, such ae promoling the on-akie recse or
rocycling of wasin and how weshe i procassed lor exsmpis

Are here olher spproaches of minimising wasie arsngs thal the Counal
shauld promola in ihe DRDT

Co- MINGUNG  COLLECTIONS
AMD 2EccuinG

7. Are here amy local ciroumstances that would fesd us 1o difer from
Iné nalionsl nd regional poficy aspiration o maxmse the recycing

and af wasta?
va

FAULLTIES WITHIW WorkeD OuT
we O GUACPIes ALBET THAT

THORE Newos To be Ploa@uiry| )
MR ADeoen TTITLGE TNy - L e

B Enoukd citena hased pafcias ke consideted dor the provision of waste
manageenent faciities for agricufiural and ‘ofher fypes of wasle wisng

Thed PEe prreN LooaTeD
I THe Gfeen Rour

C
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ISSUES AND OPTIONS

raol additional sies and capacty |0 manage mone wakls han
across tha Disincl, and recognise ihal soma wasis will need |o be | produced in e Districy. allowing scops io impord and Famdle waste from
managed oultae Brad olher places in ke future.
_Chptian 2 Cption 4

ROOOMMOAN WAB AFBINGE kS Clolaly BE POEAEE 1 Iheif souwrcs,

Agauming Opfion 2 andior 3 we preferertal, what type of facilbes
shauld be provided

Wihat oifr opBons Bhoukl ba consicmed?

with wdiscant suthorlies to idenily appeapiate shes | faclities %

Which Oplion or combinaion of options for Issos 1 @ [he s
mivsmising sl aliecations | appropriste and ?

m

Cencentrale wasle mansgemect facifties n a amall number of
siralegic sles | lDCAoRS

-mwﬂmmdmwuﬁuh

c—

Which aptian for ssue 2 s tha mosi approgrisia and wiy?

¥ - GEEEN WAsTE PECALING Fof

Mmmu appiied to ditteent wasie streama?

INSTANCE. Stoud DOl Aind Frrom,
B DBV | R OUSTR L. Perh — T 0
sy, Pumten, N, THE (OUNTRAMGE..

Ane Iearg @0y ofhed opiions hal should be conpideead Tor lkgue Z7

Y6 - HesT sodme N By
i’m&-ﬂfm B mm&mﬁﬂnn e
L . iRy g

| AREH LS LI T B RN T
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m

Tesi all skes o the rdtlal ing list wihin the area of search, axcluding Test all sbes on the intial loeg ist, Rcluding new patantial sies in the
those in e Green Bak ofher fan axisling Taciites G rpssery Bl

:thmhnnﬁwmmmﬂmmm

MUST FolloM 28neN 208
CPROETUNITIES TR UDWSE  \WoRMER-
AT DUNELA. ST6s WMl BE .
LOET of PEATRALTED, J"mmr:ﬁi
SiTEs CAKN TN Heve
o) 16 ThHeY, HEvE Mo
UNALCECTAELE. IMERCTY AND THuL
BRE OFTeN WELL-SuTel. o THE.
ESIABLLHNEN TD- WASTE MR

Tiesst b long lisd of poiential waste sdes {appendi 1) againss tha A trasie B Tighl crlna and waighting 7 I not, Brin phaass sy wiy
Muricipsl Solid 'Wasle god Commersial & Industial wasty faciity mmnwmw

Opion &

nciude oriena based policies in the Wasie Management PO that m-m“ﬁhﬂnm-ﬂmﬂd
uite the masimisation of on-ste recyclking and ne-usa of construction | construchon and demolibon wasse management faclties
and damollion wasie a5 pai of the devakpmen! procss 1o minimiss

‘Which ogplicon do WMMWW MMWIWWMIWHW
ﬁ'fffﬁﬁiﬁ:ﬁ.._..._._ﬁ..t.ﬁﬂ.:::.ﬁ_.'.""::ﬁﬁ:ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁéﬂiiﬁﬁ D WAYTE PeEcACUING, + . .
But NN LEmud APPLEs To. . | DISRISAL . p%m’[lt:h "»Ew Eﬁ:
iy BemMcumios POoael Ty - LocaTen i Disused (/

oL ¢0 WASTE SN | INpeeD Some AcTive ). mﬁm&;
COMES . FROM B PLETHORA . OF

SOALL. S TE) WIERE, 2N STE. | Posicies . 511;:".:;.;_1 Mﬂ' Donniss
F-EHQLIH& IAL 1MF*F_H-:T\L%1 TH!l: COTION .
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_Ogion 1 Option 2

ety pobential new sies for managing hAZAIGoUS washe now sven Do o |y pecbarifisel retew aes Tor managing hacardous wasbe B ey
though such capachy may ool be required in the shor 1erm plan penod ane nol regquired in the sherd lam period,

Ggtion 3 Opion 4

Develop o crieria based polcy appreach for localing "oihar wasie Develop & poficy approach combining aihar Oplion 1 o0 2 with Oplicn 3,
managemens taoiklies, inclading harsdos dad agricubural wasle.

Wihich pphon 0o you conger (he mos! aporopriate Tor e B and 18 W Enprogeise 10 assume et sgricuiural waste wili be deall with at
wihy? poim of crign rathar than requining new facilties | eies bo ba idaniifed?
THe SPTION | Seend@o 1. | No = ThoC e BE A Netn o
TOCIED e NEGOTINE ComamEri, | i i T S
ﬁﬁ e — NEL FACICMIES . Nl PLC FAEMY
:'.m:u ﬁim i hil9.9]

%xmumm &M? L PRE Suimelie fof DNF’ﬁHLFrTﬂ"[t
Ll TH. w*“ri!n THE DUSTRILT ANG Na T, .
ﬂnuaﬁ:ﬂtﬂ Uﬁb ﬂmmm.:; Fgmf ::rF GZi&iN:

Should the DFD conaidir ary olhad lypas of wasle?

NS TCREEN. WASTE

w-mummm policis, aneourags
K L o7 SARrAEIE TRENNEIofi T e Taatmes o eskdial washis
limiling kil capacity within tha District . i

= o e e T o o
mmﬂ hmﬂm-u-#huﬂm*nh-m

Which mﬂmmnm for leswe ¥ and

T e -
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Please note that representations cannot be treated as confidential and a schedule
of all representations received will be published

Please detach the compieted comment form and return by Moenday 25th January 2010
o

Bradford Locsl Developmen] Framewark Geoup
FREEPOST NEA11445

PO BOX 1088

BRADFORD,

BOM 1BR

emall; M consultalioniZbradford gov.uk

Fax 01274 432767

WIIE:EW to the any of the disiricts planning offices in the City Centre, Keighley, Shipley
Ll
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Fox Brow, Brow Lane, Clayton, West Yorks, BD14 6PT Shtiscde iy
Teb: 01274 884599/884699 Mobile: 67702 194350 WrPE

Fan: 01274 £34664 Email; mpgroupimmpg yorke. com
Webstle: hitp:'fwww.mpg yorks.com %
Branch office at; Lewes, East Sussex

The Mineral Planning Group
GEOLOGICAL MIWWG, PLANMNG L ENVIRONMENTAL CONELL TANTE

Call for Sites

Name of Site Hallas Rough Quarry

Location Adjacent to the AB29 Halifax Road 1km to
the south west of the village of Cullingworth.
Size 21 hectares (see plan altached)

Current Use Previously worked-out quamy that s
currently utifised as an illegaliunauthorised
maotorbike scrambling area.

Type of Potential facility The restoration of this site offers an infill
opportunity to the Council as it is a large site
that is impractical to restore at low-level.
Capacity of Potential Site 1.2 million cubic metre void space, which
would hold 2.4 million tonnes of inert C&D
material. There is also the potential for the
recycling of a proportion of waste entering
~ the site to produce secondary aggregate in
accordance with Government
recommendations/guidance.

Potential Waste Types Construction and Demglition waste (inert
material anly).

Further A Planning application and ES s currently
Information being prepared for a restoration of the Hallas
Rough site based on the above figures
which is likely to be submitted early 2010.

S

The Mimeral PFlanning Group 224/2 - Calll for sites.doc
Tel: 01274 BA4659



Scale: 1:10,000

€ The Mineral Planning Group
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18. Bradford Urban Wildlife Group
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Form for commenting on the Waste Managemeant DPD lssues and Options
Consultation

(9" November 2008 — 25™ January 2010)

The Councsl is consulling on the Waste Managament DPD: Hsues and Options. The docament
available for public comrment is the Waste Management: lasues and Options Repart.

You may photocopy this farm or obdain further copies free of charge from the Council. Tha form
i aiso available o download on the Councls website on www. bradford, gov.uk/ldf 11 =
recommended that representations be made on this farm as this belps us to conalder your
comrments progedy. W you find it easber o answer th quesbons on separate sheels ploase
Bnsune you are ciear about the quesiion you are answering. Fiease complete tha form in black
Ink, clear writing or typing fo sid processing. If vou require any assistance completing this form
or would like & copy in large print, Braille etc, please contact the LOF Geoug an 01274 432495

Pt Prevecsian Aot 1999

Persamal infarmalios previddnl ay pani of 3 represaiwtian ool b eeated as cosfdeiad s 8 Caurd 5 obigel o @ake |
represei i @ il ede o paldc e IHeww in I"Wﬂhﬂtﬂlhhﬂfﬁi‘ﬂdhmﬂhh{l‘l“”u
iFroaviie will #aly be used by the Councl fur the punpos of proparing the Looal Develspmest Framesark

Your Details:
Title. MBS, Surname.. STESR... ... Foremame . S ws oo wf
Address. | TR WRAEREN  LANE .  Eln L e 1

..ﬂ.{.u.&.e,.ewj__,_ Bo b BB .
Ornganisation; ‘T}-mﬂ.h-’f‘ cdlelodn  Lde ld Le L- f;;z L

Tele No: Homefmv 320} 776702 Work .. 7 . Mabile, O TTTBA . ...
) LEos T
PO o s S BN L o s el e




Waste Management DPD: Issues and Options Paper

Key Questions
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Please note that representations cannot be treated as confidential and a schadule
of all representations received will be pubiished
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19.

Waste Disposal Authority (WDA)

City of Bradford Metropolitan District Council

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRCHMENT AND NEIGHEOURHCODS

Waste Management [ssues and Oplions
Commants from WDA January 2010

Strateqic Objectives and Policy Options

There are no natronad quoted diversion targets for C&I, C&D wastes, this may not remain
the case, in the interim the increase in landfill costs via the landfill tax escalator and
requirermient on construction sites for site waste managemsant plan will ses the
commercialregulatory drivers to divert more C&l and CED wastes from landfill. In
identifying the large qualites of C&I and C&D waste, cleary capacity to treat rather than
landfill needs to be recognised and catersd for in sites allecations, although & is accepted
that much C&D waste will be treated and dealt with in the development site and will not
require & specific site allocation

Fe hazardous wastes the sentiments expressed in 2,17 seem reascnabie
Mo carnrment re agricultural waste,

G A Methodology Statement November 20040

List of technologies does not include autoclave (given that Bradford already granted
planning permission for same — it seems an emor to exclude ). such technology cowld be
an fs awh or & sub sal of MBT. Does the search for sites nat include landfill?

Mo mention of power and heat benefils from the varicus thermal processes in main bext,
thowgh in paint farm In Fig 1,

The site sizes quoted in fig 1 are indicative or for guidance onty. and showld be viewsd as
such, in reality site size will be very much project specific.

2.7 Green belt — This paragraph nesds further consideration, as clearyy soms current
identified wasie activities &.g. windrow composting and landfill. are activities beiter suited
b grien belt lacations

Ghven what i3 said in 2.7, what enteria will be used in determining the sufficiency of sites?
(fig 11 and 12 are too small to fully understand). The issus suraly is not one of just
numbers, bul appropristensss of loeation, accepting the need for constraints, ey within 1
km of major read networks, Consider if this isswe is well enough explained.

2.1.2 the paragraph text is not complsted.

Site survey fom in Appendix A does nat specifically nete any sensitive receptars within
say 260m e.9. school, feod pracessing ete. The road assessment should be a bit mare
specdic. All waste facilities will generate raffic including HEY, road assessmants should

BRADFORD :%:;
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take account of estimated highway widths and carrying capacity, and other constraints
such as weak bridges with weight limits, or low bridges which may restrict HGY access.

Commaent on fig 2.0 Locatienal Criteria

All waste activities can create some air pollution = a dify MRF must create PM10
particulates for examphe, and i$ this ar pellution any worse than METT If it is then there is
& nedd 1o explain it, as the table seems 100 simplstic, ERW will create some dioxing, how
do you weight this compared to PM107

Hew is sustainability measured and criteria is it that allows a clean MRF to be close to
waste arisings and MBT not? What is the base data which dictates where the ticks are
allecated WRATE?)

WM DPD - Issues and Options Nov 09

Cuestion 1

Joint working with neighbouring councils is a 2 way process and we need to understand
their wiews on working with us. As waste has impacts beyond the developrnent site (traffic
and emissions) consideration of neighbouring LPA’'s will be nesded in determining waste
applications, we should be open to working with neighbouring LPA's on as many levels as
possible to assist in determining applications, however possible sites and policies within
Eracford district are a matter for Bradford,

Commant - Chapter 2 the waste forecasting needs to be revisited (MSW over estimates)
som af the values in the table dated 2008 In 2.7 glven that there 15 st plenty of landfil
{including actve waste) in the sub regien, Bradford is likely to continuwe to export residual
waste arising from waste treatment activities, and thus should not be criticissd for such
export of residual wastes into the sub region.

Cuestion 2
Me Comment.

Cuestion 3
Ha

Question 4
es

Cuestion 5

Concern aover levels of waste predictions, this forecasting nesds to be remodelled using
mane Up 1o date values, It may be helphul 1o understand how ather LPA's are foresasting
waste growth

Cuestion §
Cwar the full spectrum of planning development, waste pravention, re use, recycling needs
to be considered as part of proposed development.

Chapter 4
Comment - MEW values and % recycled can be updated via data held by waste
management (4.9, 4.10).

Question T
=
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Cuestion 8
es

Cuestion 8

Igeue 1

Accepling that Bradford has to become more self sufficient in waste provision, and alss
plan for the fulune, it must first aspire to aptien 5, after this option 1 and 2 will be neaded,
Option 3 may be of interest only if there are sound envircnmental, economic and
employment benefits in dealing with waste imports.

Question 10
W should net try to limit technalogy cholce but seek to embrace all of those technologies
previeusly described.

Cuestion 11
Waste minimalisation palicles

Cuestion 12

lzsue 2

Site sizess capacity cam vary from 0.5h tp 10.0h sasily, so providing fior only a small
numbser of strateglc (large) sites seems Inappropriate, can compromise io some exient on
preximity principles and desires to concentrate traffic and potential pollufing activities, thus
sebecting cption 2 but ncluding alss larger strategic sites seems mare realistic approach
fo cater for the differing waste streams.

Cuestion 13
Probably yes, as MEW treatment will require larger capacity facilities strategically sited.

Cuestion 14
To combine both optians

Question 15

Issus 3

Would opt for option 2, to include very limited green belt to withim say 1km of primary road
mebwaork for limited waste management options (note comment in methodolegy statemeant
2.7, vet fully accepting the need for all other constraints also.

liiuasﬁnn 18
Commaent on the lacation criterla elc already made above

Cuestion 17
Praference is far option 3 a3 this seems the most flexible and complete position

Cuestion 18
Mo comment

Cuestion 19

Issue &

COplien 2 = the small values of hazardous wastes and the many varying types of
specialised treaiments required makes new site identification as suggested in option 1
inappropriate,

e
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Cuestion 20
es

Cuestion 21
=]

Question 22

Oiption 1 would s=em the most appropriate in having policies to reduce wasteresidual
wastes, but recognising that most waste treatment technologies will anly divert between
B0-85% of imput away from landfill, leaving some of the residual still biolegically active. but
having no cther practical economic means of disposal other than landfil, (Ses comment in
Question 1 on sub ragional landfill capacity and need 19 expor resikdus to landfill),

There should be consideration far an Optien 1 + 4 In combinatan for Cusestion 22,

Cuestion 23

As Bradford doesn't hawve much landfill capacity (zero for active wastes?) any additicnal
capacity will probakbly be new capacity if it is to be provided within the district (ses
response in Question 22).

Cusstion 24
Optien 1 + 4 combined,

lan Bakrstow Cantact: Richard Longeake
Strategic Director, Phone:  (01274) 432855

Environment & Neighbourhoods E-mail:  richard.longcakesifbradford. gov.uk
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20.0 Environment and Waste Management Improvement Committee

Enviranment and Waste Management Improvement Commitiee

Submission to the LOF Waste Management — lssues and Options
consultation

Adopted by the Committes — 23 February 2010
General comments:
+  Slrengthen slrategy for olher than MW

Ensure Bradford MOC doss take responsibility for all waste

= Al actions listed should be exploned with neighbouring authorities
Mead to leam lessons from the abored inferim waste contract

= |5 thene a contradiction betwesn paragraphs 3.22 and 3,237

+  Council should consider commissianing a comprebensive academic-
led raview of its washe rmanagement sirategies thal assesses
performance in relation to best practice wordwide, seeking to identify
opporunities to incorporate lessons learmt

@2
+ Mo, even if a cheaper solution could wall be ko purchase LATS

(re: waste arisings, &o we |ust dismiss agriculiural waste In our farecasts?)

a2
+ Dby 50% of Bradford MDC'S waste i$ MEW and Cl waste. We cannal
dismiss the balanoe
o4
Mo — see answer to 0.3
=]

Flexibéity needs to be incorporated within DPD to accommodate
change in levels of waste Lo, effec] of mare recycling, more
regeneration
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Yes. Dialogus with industry bodies (building / construction and
highrwaiys | aliver councils

ko — firm commiftrent fo national and regional policy

Mt definitely

Duepends on the outcarme of the PRI conlract = howeyver, Council may
want to consider options that are inked fo but nof necessarily part of
the evenlual contract such as CHP

Enargy from wasie faciities not dismissed, subject to stringent
environmental protection and with guarantess that recycling will b=
rmaxirmisad rather than made subordinate to sorme extent to an Enengy
fram Wasle contract

Option 1

- more ervironmentally friendly
= least public resistance

= gxisting facisties

Additional comrment: envirenmental banefils depend o some exten] on
transponation issues (few sles mean mone transport?) and the nature of the

facility (very localised CHP plants may not be feasible, but other waste sorting

centres might be)

Q13

E

14

Yas, depending on Q12

Perhaps — for chemical ! hazardous waste

Option 1 — no green belt unless part of existing facility

199



Yes (with sorme qualification, snengy from waste not necessarily the
first resor for wasie managemant)

Optian 1

Ciption 3

Ciption 3 — need a policy for all types of waste (could be a combination
of 1 and 37)

Mo — palicy must be in situ — policy not left to be abused. Council
needs io be proactve in this arsa

Without & doul! = wa need 1o contied all washe generabed

Qption 1. We mus! imil the easy oplion of falling back an landfl,
Landfill is no longer a policy option that we can folerate if altemathes
can be found to deal with cwr waste

Only In existing sites

200
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