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Waste Plan Task Force                                                                                                                             

West Sussex County Council                                                                                                                        

County Hall                                                                                                    

Chichester                                                                                                       

West Sussex                                                                                                   

PO19 1RQ
7 November 2011
Dear Mr Stigant
WSCC Proposed Waste Sites at Hickstead and Goddards Green

We wish to strongly object to this proposal.                  
Our Society has approximately 1000 members in this village and one of the objectives of the Society is “for the public benefit to protect and conserve the natural and built environment of Hurstpierpoint and the surrounding area”. We very much hope therefore that the objection will be given substantial consideration.
Firstly, it seems perverse that we are keen to use technology that generates more CO2 than coal-fired power stations. There are other technologies becoming available such as Advanced Plasma Power (APP). This technology can handle nearly all waste and is more energy efficient than incineration. It produces no dioxins and very little ash. What is left is a glass-like substance known as Plasmarok, which is considered to be a building material, rather than waste. The other byproduct is a gas rich in hydrogen and carbon monoxide that is perfect for use as a fuel. This can produce enough energy per plant for about 15,000 homes.

Unlike an incinerator, everything is small scale and can sit close to towns. The size of the plant is comparable to a small supermarket and the exhaust tower is a maximum of 10m high compared to the 60-80m chimneys of most incinerators. This technology is so good that in Belgium they are planning to look at “landfill mining” to remove waste from old landfill sites and process it using a combination of recycling and APP to produce energy.
On this basis alone, WSCC should not rush in to planning for sites using old technology but should be looking at innovative ways to deal with waste, that could also be of real benefit to local communities, rather than impacting on them.
Secondly, whilst it is appreciated there is a need for WSCC to determine their future waste processing capability, the inclusion of such valuable greenfield sites in the list with brownfield sites is not acceptable. There has been minimal public consultation on these options to date. Brownfield site consideration must surely be the preferred option rather than removing even more countryside from the Mid Sussex landscape. The chosen sites should also be ones that are closer to the sources of future waste and with better access.
The countryside in this area is of extreme value to local people and has a valuable population of indigenous wildlife. As a measure of this a local conservation group has completed a 6 year study of the biodiversity in the surrounding parish countryside to determine its ecological value and armed with this knowledge, has implemented several parish wide conservation initiatives to preserve populations of threatened wildlife and countryside. Owl boxes for tawny and the protected barn owl species have been erected throughout the countryside with considerable success. These areas form part of the 2km radius hunting territory required for the residents of each box. Each year these occupants are recorded and the data fed into the national database by a licensed inspector. Many local landowners are supporting this initiative by leaving strips of natural habitat beside field hedgerows to increase the populations of wildlife to encourage prey to flourish to help sustain them.  
Similarly, a multitude of bats frequent this area and because they are dwindling so rapidly due to loss of natural habitat scores of bat nesting and hibernation boxes have been erected in woodlands and on other structures across the surrounding countryside. These areas are an integral part of their hunting territory in their continuous quest for food. 
Trees are also being planted in surrounding countryside areas and sites of special nature value are continuously being maintained. There is one such site resides within a short distance of the Goddards Green proposed waste site. This area supplements the wildlife populations of all the surrounding countryside. The rare water voles emanate through linking streams to populate the area and an equally rare bittern that was hit by a vehicle a few years ago after flying out of a waterway was, when dissected by Brighton’s Booth Natural History Museum, found to have water voles in its stomach.
Protected great crested newts have also been recorded in these areas so the habitat that has by nurtured and enhanced by this local volunteer effort would be destroyed by these proposed sites and be environmentally very damaging.
The West Sussex Structure Plan 2001-2016, Examination In Public Report Of Panel February 2003: Report Of Panel Chapter 6: Issue 6(Iv) - Strategic Locations: Burgess Hill, considered the impact and environmental considerations of development in this area and made the following comments:

The countryside
6.102. WSCC says the countryside here is of relatively low agricultural and landscape quality but it accepts that it is valued for its views, relative quiet and biodiversity. It is clear

to us, not least from representations from the Greenfield Guardians, that it is

especially precious to local people and we note that the southern part is actually

promoted in the Brighton and Hove website for a country walk, being described as a

delightful area filled with lush meadows and stable fields and bisected by a tiny

winding stream. ………..

6.104. The second consideration is the visual impact of development. Views into the Low

Weald are gained from the nearby South Downs; indeed one of the great attributes of

the Downs is the view afforded over the adjoining countryside.
With this countryside being so valuable it must be seen that the inclusion of such waste sites would totally be in conflict with the current landscape and encourage further inappropriate development and spreading urbanisation of the area. This would be devastating to surrounding local village communities who regard the area so highly for its visual, wildlife and amenity value.

Such sites would also introduce a severe increase in traffic volumes caused by a multitude of heavy lorries travelling to and from the site. This would be extremely detrimental to existing countryside roads and the narrow lanes that wind through the local area. It would introduce an unacceptable level of disruption, pollution and safety risks, which would severely impact on local bridleways, cycleways, footpaths and many rural recreational activities.
The 60 metre chimneys required by the incinerators would be in full view of all neighbouring towns and villages and will be seen from the nearby South Downs National Park, particularly the two high points of Ditchling Beacon and Devils Dyke, due to the exposed natural surroundings and ground elevation, especially in the case of the Hickstead site. 
The sites will also have a detrimental impact on the local quality of life and create possible health risks due to the close proximity of the differing forms of waste processing which could release dioxins and other pollutants and lead to contamination of air, land and water courses. This would further affect wildlife survival in the area in addition to the human risk factors. 

Knowledge of the noise and impact on countryside introduced by lorries and concrete/road surface crushing at the existing WSCC site at the Old Sewage Works in Cuckfield Road, Hurstpierpoint make the effects of such sites glaringly obvious and unwelcome to the local populations of surrounding settlements.
From these observations and impact assessments it must be seen that these proposed greenfield sites are completely unsuitable and if we have to use old technology, then we urge you to consider other brownfield alternatives like the derelict Shoreham Cement Works, where chimneys and buildings can be hidden and the area is used to heavy lorry traffic from previous cement transportation. Another proposal would be to incorporate one into the existing brownfield civil amenity site in Fairbridge Way, Burgess Hill. This would be in keeping with the existing area and avoid impacting on valuable countryside. 
With the long standing Mid Sussex District Council policy striving to maintain its rural environment, the proposal for waste sites at Hickstead and Goddards Green would be in direct conflict with its aims and the wishes of the local population. It should be the case that WSCC is working with us to achieve these environmental objectives rather than disregarding them and imposing these waste sites upon us.
Therefore, we request that you give more consideration to the new technologies and you consider more appropriate brownfield alternatives for sites.

Yours sincerely
Mrs Lyn Williams

Chairman

cc: Nick Herbert MP 
Nicholas Soames MP 
Sue Seward MSDC Councillor
Affiliated to the Federation of Sussex Amenity Societies (members of The Civic Trust) ; The South Downs Society ; 

Action in rural Sussex ; The Campaign  for the Preservation of Rural England ; Sussex Wildlife Trust ; Open Spaces Society

