


General Locational Principles

Site Assessment Criteria

Topic

Industrial Areas

Why Important

Industrial sites can be well-suited to waste management
use and often have the necessary infrastructure in place
such as good road connections suitable for HGVs as well
as potential alternative transport links such as rail.

It was noted that where key infrastructure is lacking, the
location of waste management facilities could kick start
infrastructure provision for a site as a whole e.g, through
improved access. There is therefore the potential to
capitalise on the ‘value added’ aspect of the development.
The Group felt that it was appropriate to locate uses with
similar potentially adverse impacts together

It was noted that an industrial estate would be a good
location in terms of utilising power and heat generated by
a waste facility. There was also scope for taking
advantage of the renewable energy link.

The potential conflict with existing commercial users was
also discussed. It would not be appropriate to locate
waste management facilities next to particular sensitive
uses e.g. food manufacturers or pharmaceutical
companies.

The acceptability of waste management facilities was also
discussed. The Group felt that the timing of the location
of facilities was often key and that it is often preferable if
the waste facility is there before other uses.

The Group noted that waste management uses tend not
to be intensively occupied from an employment
perspective. There was concern that prime industrial land
should not be lost to such facilities if it would result in the
loss of employment opportunities. Redundant, previously
developed sites would be preferable.
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Why Important




General Locational Principles

Site Assessment Criteria

Topic

Transportation
Linked Solutions

Environmental
Designations

Why Important

* The Group considered that access by rail and canal were key
issues in the identification of sites for waste management
uses. Good road access was also identified as important.

* Existing industrial estates often do not have a rail link and to
provide one is likely to be prohibitively expensive. Priority
should therefore go to sites with access to rail and wharf
facilities.

* The use of the canal was particularly suited to transportation
of waste as it would involve a continuous stream of material
that was not perishable therefore there was no issue in terms
of time.

* The Group noted the advantages of Waste Parks in that they
provided a centralised point for the management of waste
and thus a potential reduction in transport impacts.

* The proximity principle was also seen as important, as was
the market for recyclables or waste management facilities.

* The Group felt that national and international environmental
designations were the most important and that as a general
rule it would be appropriate to exclude these areas from the
site identification process.

* It was noted however, that existing sites in the AONB should
be considered separately. Where for example landfill is being
used to restore sites in the AONB, the potential co-location of
composting facilities should not be ruled out, as this can be
an appropriate use in the AONB.

* |t was generally concluded that the impact on the
environmental designation and thus the acceptability of the
location was dependent on the technology or type of waste
management facility.

* Green Belts should not be considered in the same way as
environmental designations — certain waste management
facilities might be appropriate in the Green Belt.
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General Locational Principles

Site Assessment Criteria

Topic
Topic Paper 5

Key Locational
Principles

onkwb=

Why Important

The Group agreed that the list of criteria in Topic Paper 5
included the key locational issues and that the principles
to be considered were equally relevant; it depends on site
characteristics as to where the balance lies.

Locational principles are dependent on the type and scale
of the facility proposed.

Acceptability with local residents was also identified as a
key issue with the Group noting that the human element
needs to be reflected in the process.

They also agreed that it would be appropriate to apply
different criteria to different technologies.

Transport was identified as a key issue in relation to all
waste technologies. Other issues were often limited to
the specific type of waste management facility e.g.
geology is important for landfill in terms of impact on
groundwater and leachate issues.

The Group identified the following key locational principles:

Type and scale of facilities

Transport and access

Environmental designations

Co-location / existing uses

Proximity

Areas with special planning protection e.g Green Belt

Topic

Issues for Discussion
at Next Stakeholder
Event

Red Group Members

Why Important

The Group considered the following issues for discussion at
future stakeholder events:

1.

2.

3.

Public participation strategy and front-loading. In
particular they wanted to consider how to undertake
meaningful consultation (in light of PFI bid) and the
strategy for building consensus

Site Allocations — a discussion on specific sites would be
welcomed; more likely to engage with public at this stage.
Technologies and their implications

The Group noted the need to ensure a wide range of participants
at each stakeholder event, including representatives from the
waste industry and other commercial stakeholders.

Clir J O'Neill Wigan MBC
CliIr Patricia Young Trafford MBC
Clir Peter Scott Stockport MBC
Clir C Gordon Stockport MBC
Clir Thomas W Bailey Rochdale MBC
Clir Dave Hibbert Oldham MBC
Paul Allen Bury MBC
Andrew Chalmers Bolton MBC
Paul Finch




