WSDS outline 

1. Soundness of IPC Process – the IPC but more importantly consultees are to evaluate the application against draft  National Policy Statements which have neither completed consultation nor been adopted.  

2. Inadequate Consultation – failure to consult areas that will be impacted by this facility, particularly in respect of transport infrastructure and loss of public amenity 

3. Benefit and Adverse Impact –the adverse immediate and cumulative impact of a facility this size, and lack of sustainability outweighs any benefits.  Additionally we are of the view that local solutions, which incentivise reuse and recycling, are of more benefit and sustainable than large facilities requiring outsourcing for economic viability.

4. Transportation – all transportation, waste and people will be by road.  Rail or other public transport is not possible due to capacity and other limitations.  Additionally the adverse impact on main transport routes west of the site (75% of waste traffic) particularly the  A421 and J13 has neither been assessed, nor mitigated.  The local road infrastructure including the Green Lane level crossing is totally unsuitable for a massive increase in HGV use.

5. Location  

· consideration of the Alternative Site Assessment shows clearly that there were more appropriate sites that could have been used. Deliverability and cost is is not a sound reason to overset national planning policy 

·  the immediate locality areas  are  national, regional, and local  amenity areas and the siting of a facility of this size in this area is both  inappropriate and jeopardises the restoration of the rest of this historically scarred area. 

6. Landscape and Biodiversity  - the site is within an area of great landscape value, and will materially affect the views to and from the Greensand Ridge, Cranfield Plateau and Ampthill Park. Landscaping and planting will have minimal mitigation effect. The area is becoming ecologically significant in respect of wetland biodiversity and light and noise pollution will adversely affect wildlife and residents alike.  

7. Flooding and Water – 
· This site is in Flood Zone 3a, (irrespective of LRRS Phase One) and the facility is classed more vulnerable under PPS25 and therefore does not meet the requirements of PPS25 D9. 

· If non recycled water supply is from licenced abstraction,  water resources in the upper Ouse and Bedford Ouse Catchments are classed as having no water available, with some areas classified as over licensed or over abstracted 

· The Stewartby STW is at capacity and will require upgrading for the 2,500 dwellings proposed in north Stewartby, plus  the additional foul water discharge from the MRF and EfW ash washing, subject to EA consent on discharge. This makes water quality under EU directives an issue. 

In summary we cannot think of a worse position to site this facility. 

