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3. Waste Technologies

The group discussed the merits of using waste to create more sustainable fuels.
Whilst it should be noted that not all delegates were strongly in favour of Energy
from Waste (EfW) / Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) options, there was general
consensus that we should be committing to moving waste up the hierarchy, and
this would be one option for achieving that.

There was some concern that by implementing such waste technologies, you
are effectively perpetuating waste production — without waste these
technologies would be null and void. We should really be focusing on
minimising waste.

Landfill should be the last resort for residual waste, but still needs to be planned
for.

One option would be to promote and enhance these types of waste
management solutions through the Development Plan Documents’ policies. It
should be noted that there was broad but not complete consensus on this point.

4. Availability of Sites

The group felt there is an inevitable trade-off between areas. There simply isn’t
enough landfill in Greater Manchester due to policy constraints, urban areas,
flood risk areas, aquifers. This leads to a need to export residual waste.

The group also felt that ‘Nimbyism’ should be tackled through involvement and
information.

The only way the trade off can be appropriately managed is through joint-
working.

There is a danger that sites could become concentrated in poorer / less
desirable areas, and the group highlighted this as a concern. However, as a
method of managing site selection, some members of the group felt that a form
of planning gain could be implemented (for example offering community facilities
in return for that community housing a waste facility which is perceived to be
undesirable.
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5. Transport

Over-reliance on road transport is currently seen as a problem. Sites are not
currently located within easy access of rail / water transport.

Consultation with local people is a key issue.

The group felt that one option would be to utilise the canal system to transport
waste.

Rail heads should be built into new waste management schemes where
possible (longer term economies of scale and sustainability)

6. Meeting Objectives
National
Regional
Local

The group felt that the sub-regional objectives for waste management must be
informed by, and conform with, regional and national planning policy
frameworks. As described before, the absence of the targets in the draft RSS is
a significant problem.






