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1. My name is Lt Col James Carter and I am presenting evidence on behalf of Chitterne Parish Council. I am Vice Chairman of Chitterne Parish Council. The relevant minutes concerning the position of Chitterne Parish Council concerning the position on further development of the Chitterne Landfill Site and the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan 2011 are attached.

1. Chitterne Parish Council’s objections to the Waste Local plan are outlined below and are well founded. They are not based on a ‘NIMBY’ attitude but on real concerns from residents that the further exploitation of Chitterne Landfill Site a site which was specifically granted ‘time limited’ planning for landfill, is setting the precedent for continual incremental expansion of this waste management facility with a consequent effect on the quality of life for residents as well as having a detrimental affect on the ambiance of a rural and isolated country village. Chitterne was voted ‘The Best Kept Village in West Wiltshire’ last year.

1. That Chitterne Parish Council shows understanding for the need for vibrant rural businesses is shown by the non-objection to the recent application for an additional barn made by Valley Farms.

1. The objections to the proposed inclusion of Chitterne Landfill (Site L 20) in the Waste Local Plan are based on several key issues: traffic, noise and smell, landscape, the position of the Environment Agency and the proximity of the Special Area of Conservation.

TRAFFIC

1. Chitterne Residents and the Parish Council have for some time been exceedingly concerned by the level of heavy traffic and the speed at which vehicles travel through the village. The village has a number of horses and riders that have to use the roads through the village to access the bridleways on the Plain. There are a number of young people who catch buses to the local schools and there is a proportion of Senior Citizens. The current weight and speed of traffic is intolerable and has eroded the quality of life for those living in Chitterne. The Police and Highways Authority have done little to address this issue. Access to Chitterne Landfill from the East is through the Village and access from the West is from the A36. The junction at Knook Camp is a notorious Black Spot with a frightening accident rate. To state that Access from the A36 in the West is good
 flies in the face of reality. Further it is stated Where access is off the primary network or by short links to it, the degree of nuisance is likely to be more acceptable. However some roads in this category may be unsuitable for increased levels of traffic associated with waste facilities, due to existing capacity issues of poor alignment and accident history
. (My emphasis)

1. While the Plan does go on to say that the Waste Planning Authority (WPA) will encourage and in the relevant circumstances will require, the submission of Transport Assessments and be prepared to secure highway improvements through Planning Conditions where appropriate
 this gives Chitterne no sense of security or certainty that the appropriate measures will be pursued subsequent to a formal Planning Application for L20.

1. The Strategic Environmental Appraisal (SEA)
 is also inaccurate and inadequate on the issue. Under Objective 3 To promote sites in locations that avoid access through residential areas and sensitive land-uses, the commentary is that all traffic routing must be in accordance with Policy 6 of the WLP  and in particular the controls regarding the use of strategic and local lorry routes. There is no indication of what these controls may be and since the Police and Highways Authority are totally incapable of enforcing existing weight and speed restrictions it is understandable that Chitterne residents view this policy as carrying no credibility. Further the SEA, under Objective 4 (To promote development sites with good access to primary route network), surprisingly does not qualify this as in Para 5 above or make any reference to the accident record at the Knook Junction with the A36.
1. Chitterne Parish Council requests that when the Inspector makes his site visit to Chitterne (which I understand is to be unaccompanied) he not only walks through the village but also visits the Knook Junction with the A36. Chitterne Parish Council further requests that the WPA provides the Inspector with the accident record for the last five years in the vicinity of Knook and Chitterne.
1. Chitterne Parish Council is not convinced that Policy 6.3.e is achievable. On the grounds of traffic impact the Chitterne Parish Council submit that Site L20 should be withdrawn from the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan.
1. The ENTEC SEA
, under Amenity, considers the detrimental impacts of noise odour and nuisance to have no effect. The Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan Page 212 only refers to amenity as a planning issue (remoteness of the location although this does lessen any amenity impacts upon nearby communities). These comments seem to pay only lip service to Policy 6 which states that proposals for waste management facilities will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated that there will be no significant impact on the environment, human health or amenity. The nearest dwelling (excluding Valley Farm) is 1100 metres from the edge of the proposed site. Further and most important the prevailing wind, which is single most significant factor for noise and smell, runs directly from the proposed site to Chitterne. Additionally the line of the Valley tends to concentrate Noise and Smell down into Chitterne. The Inspector is requested to note this during his site visit. It is of concern to Chitterne that setting noise limits is to be left to the Planning Application stage (para 6.3.4) and that that legislative control of emissions is often out side the scope of the WPA. I do not believe therefore that there are sufficient controls in place to ensure that the amenity value of Chitterne is not unacceptably degraded. The assumption must therefore be made that there will be a significant adverse impact on the environment, human health and amenity and consequently site L20 should be withdrawn. 

LANDSCAPE

1. I note that the Entec report acknowledges that any built form would detract from the quality of the area. However the report goes on to comment Views only across to Warminster Road. Site is being screened by tree planting. The Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan, Site Profile however states The Site is located in open SLA and is highly visible from the B390 and from the North. The review and analysis also concludes that a building either for an efw or MRF would not be appropriate in this open setting.  The report fails to note or acknowledge that the proposed site is 900m from the PROW running to the North (the Imber Trail) and 200m from the PROW on the Southside of the Road.
1. It is also noted that the Site Profile (Page 212 of Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan) acknowledges that L20 is unsuitable for new development. The Profile also states that only local scale development is proposed and this would require only part of the (35 ha) preferred area. No evidence seems to have been produced to support this and there seems to be no certainty that the application might not go forward for the entire site.
WATER COURSES

1. We share the concerns raised by the Environment Agency
.  In particular we note that It is the Agency’s opinion that the composting would have to be carried out on an impermeable pad of concrete (or similar material) and it is extremely unlikely that the run off from this would be allowed to discharge via soak away to ground. And that…the site should be considered sensitive in terms of impact on ground water and will require containment. This would require very substantial lagoon sand possibly considerable volumes of contaminated liquor requiring removal in the winter, if the operation were to be one that was not largely under cover.

1. The statement I would suggest as composting develops in the future, product quality and the required infrastructure might become more demanding rather than less is of concern. This seems to leave the door open to incremental development and begs the question as to why a 35 Ha site.
PLANNING

1. There seem to be two fundamental problems directly relating to the inclusion of Site L20 in the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan. The first is the fact that, in Landscape terms it is acknowledged by the WPA that L20 is unsuitable for new development (paras 11 & 12 above). At the same time it is the quite unequivocal view of the Environment Agency that outdoor composting would only be permitted with substantial development and with potentially more demanding infrastructure in the future. The Environment Agency see this as a potential conflict of interest; Chitterne sees this as an irreconcilable contradiction in the WPA’s Case. Should the Inspector agree that L20 should remain in the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan, then either the position of the WPA or that of the Environment Agency must be unacceptably compromised.
1. The second issue is that nowhere in the WPA’s case can I find mention of the crucial fact that the Chitterne Landfill Site, as exists, is time limited by virtue of the original planning consent. The attached letter from West Wiltshire District Council
 confirms that the use shall cease on 17 Sep 2004 in line with the time constraint of the overall landfill site. This a matter of some concern as the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan (Page 212) states that the site is currently a large scale inert landfill/landraise site. The Entec Appraisal Report also states that the site is an existing landfill and that it is used for landfilling at present. We cannot claim to have read all the evidence put in front of the Inquiry but cannot find any reference to this matter of fact. We are sure that there was no intent to mislead the Inspector but it must be the case that the site L20 should be considered not as existing landfill/landraise but as a green field site.
1. Policy 16 states that outside composting will be permitted at the following locations:

· Existing areas of hard standing

· In association with other waste management development

· At sewage treatment works

· Where the compost is to be used as part of a reclamation process on adjoining land

· Where the proposal is ancillary to existing agricultural or forestry processes

· Existing or proposed mineral working and landfill sites, provided the use ceases prior to the permitted completion date of the site (My emphasis)
1. It is quite clear therefore that by the WPA’s own Policy Site L20 cannot be considered as an existing landfill site as it will be time expired. Site L20 does not therefore fall into any of the permitted locations under Policy 16.  As such it must be considered that the WPA’s case for the inclusion of Site L20 in the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan is fundamentally flawed.
1. On these two grounds it must be concluded that the Site L20 should be withdrawn from the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan.
CONCLUSIONS

1. We believe that it is inappropriate and incorrect for Site L20 to be included in the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan on the following grounds:
· That it is in conflict with Policy 6.3. (paras 5-9 above)

· That the Plan does not comply with Policy 6 in that it has not been demonstrated that there will not be a significant adverse impact on the environment, human health and amenity. (para 10 above)

· It is acknowledged that the site is unsuitable for new development (paras 11 and 12 above) yet the Environment Agency is quite clear that development would be required should outdoor composting be permitted on the site. (paras 13 &14 above)

· The inclusion of Site L20 in the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan is in direct conflict with Policy 16. (paras 16-18 above)

1. It is accepted that some of the points that we have raised are ultimately for consideration at the planning application stage but we would submit that the Inspector has a duty to consider the probability of the Site meeting the required environmental policies set out in Policy 6. Should he agree that this probability is remote for the reasons which we have detailed above then he should recommend that Site L20 be withdrawn from the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan.

1. The Inspector should be aware that there is great concern among the residents of Chitterne that, once Site L20 has been included in the Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan, then the planning application will become a formality and their views and concerns will be ignored. Should therefore the Inspector feel unable to recommend that Site L20 be withdrawn then we request that the following qualifications be attached specifically to Site L20:

· That WPAs be required to consult with the Parish Council on what is to be included in the scoping study prior to the developer submitting an application for planning permission.

· That an Environmental Statement be required for the site regardless of the regulations and be subject to independent scrutiny.

· That the developer be required to draw up an Environmental Management System (EMS) for the Site and obtain ISO1400 accreditation prior to commencement of the operation.

· That a comprehensive Transport Assessment be mandatory.

· That the Conditions set down by the LPA for the current Landfill be carried out to the letter prior to any Planning Application being considered.

· That the size of the potential site be constrained.

�   Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan Page 212


�   Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan Para 6.3.8


�   Wiltshire and Swindon Waste Local Plan Para 6.3.10


�   W & S WLP RDD Site Appraisals. Site W7r Chitterne Landfill (L20)


�   W & S WLP RDD Site Appraisals. Site W7r Chitterne Landfill (L20)


�   Environment Agency Letter dated 12 May 2003, attached


�   01/00936 RD/JD 8 12 jul dated 30 July 2001
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