Questionnaire for Waste Core Strategy Issues and Options Paper

This questionnaire has been designed to allow you to give your opinion on the key points set out in the
Issues and Options Paper.

It should be read in conjunction with Part A (Summary Version) of the Issues and Options Paper.

You can answer as few or as many questions as you wish although fully completed questionnaires will
be of greater assistance to use in developing solutions for waste management in Gloucestershire.

Please note that responses form part of the evidence base for the Waste Core Strategy and will be
made publicly available once submitted. We are unable to accept anonymous submissions.

Name: Rosie Reed, Chris Harmer, Philip Booth
Organisation (if appropriate): Stroud District Green Party

Email : rosieclairereed@aol.com 7/ chris.harmerl@v2lnet.co.uk 7/ philip.booth2@virgin.net

Q1.1 Do you think we need a Vision for the WCS? [ VYes [z No [z Don't
know

Q1.2What would be your Vision for sustainable waste management in Gloucestershire?
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Q1.3 Do you think that the objectives for the WCS [> VYes [ No [7; Don't
will deliver sustainable waste management know
for Gloucestershire?

Q1.4 1If you answered "No" to the previous question, how would you alter the current
objectives?

Please use the space below to list any other issues you would like to see
added/removed from the existing objectives? If possible please include an existing
objective number.
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Q2.1 What do you consider to be an appropriate timeframe for the WCS to work towards?
[ 2018 [Z 2026

2020 Other, please

C : i
give reasons in
the box below

Q2.2 Do you think that the WCS should look in [> VYes [T No [ Don't
detail to 2018, and then more generally to know
20267

Q3.1 Is seeking to minimise waste an appropriate [ Yes 7 No [Z Don't
objective for the WCS? know

Q3.2 What format do you think any waste minimisation policy should take?

[Z @) Rely on the saved WLP Policy 36 [ c¢) Acombinationofa &b
and roll it forward broadly in its
current state into the WCS



Q3.3

Q3.4

Q3.5

Q3.6

Q3.7

Q3.8

Q3.9

[T b) Revise WLP policy 36 to take [T d) Another format? (please state
account of new issues, such as below)
threshold sizes of planning
applications to determine whether
applicants need to submit a waste
minimisation statement
Should developers of large-scale new developments (for example houses, shops, offices
etc) be responsible for the waste they generate?
[ Yes [Z No [ Dont

know

If you answered "Yes" to the previous question, then how do you think applicants for
large-scale new developments should contribute to the management of the waste
generated by their operations?

[T Allocating part of the site for suitable 2 A combination of both of the above
waste facilities
[T Making monetary contributions [T Other (Please specify below)

towards the development of waste
management infrastructure elsewhere

Do you consider that waste which cannot be avoided should be composted or recycled
in the first instance?

[ Yes [T Don't know

[T No (please give your reasons in the
box below)

Should the WCS include a specific policy to encourage the recovery of value from waste
that cannot be practically composted or recycled?

[ VYes [z No [z Don't know

If you answered "Yes" to the previous question, please use this space to include a
wording or list the key points you would like to see in such a policy.

5

How do you consider the issue of 'need’ for waste management facilities should be
addressed in the WCS, if at all?

5 8 ..
+ L
Do you have any other ideas how the Waste Hierarchy could be implemented?
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Q4.1 Do you think that the WCS should broadly roll forward the same overarching strategy
as that adopted in the WLP?

[T VYes [T No (please give [T Don't know
reasons below)

Q4.2 Do you think more sites for waste management facilities should be allocated than may
be required to allow greater flexibility/choice?

[T Yes i No i Don't know

Q4.3 Do you think that it is appropriate not to allocate sites for recycling/composting, and to
determine applications on a case-by-case basis?

[T VYes [T No [T Don't know

Q4.4 Should Area Action Plans be prepared for parts of the County subject to significant
change due to waste management operations?

[T Yes [T No [T Don't know
L + , 5
Q4.5Do you think the WCS should differentiate [T Yes [T No [7 Don't
between local and strategic sites? know

Q4.6 If you answered "Yes" to the previous question, then do you think the current figure of
50,000 tonnes annual throughput is an appropriate threshold for 'strategic’ sites:

[T Yes [T There should be different thresholds
depending on the types of waste
being handled

[> No. (Please enter what you consider [z No threshold should be used at all

the threshold figure should be in the
box below)



Q4.7 There are a number of ways by which possible sites for waste management facilities
might be identified.

The top row of the table below presents a number of these, while the first column lists
different types of facilities.

For each type of facility, please indicate which method of site identification you think is
the most appropriate by placing a tick in the relevant column.

Identify
no
Only sites in
identify a DPD
broad and
Identify Identify Identify areas rely on
only only all of a
smaller strategic preferred search criteria
sites in sites in sites in a ina based
a DPD a DPD DPD DPD policy
Composting Green Waste i i i i i
Composting Kitchen Waste (mixed
organic content) C C C C C
Biodegradable Re-use, Recycling,
Transfer/bulking C C C C C
Inert Re-use, Recycling,
Transfer/bulking-up C C C C C
Recovery/Treatment facility (e.g. MBT,
W e e e e e
Efw)
Disposal Sites (Landfill) i i i i i
'Other’ facility i i i i i

Q5.1 Do you think it is most appropriate to locate waste management facilities close to
towns, in rural areas or somewhere in between?

Please tick where you think it is most appropriate to locate each type of facility.

Edge of
Town Towns Rural Not sure

Composting Green Waste
Composting Kitchen Waste

Biodegradable Re-use, Recycling,
Transfer/bulking

Inert Re-use, Recycling,
Transfer/bulking-up

Recovery/Treatment facility (e.g.
MBT, EfW)
Disposal Sites (Landfill)

ooo oo oo
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ooo oo oo

'Other’ facility



Q5.2 In addition to the choice between town and rural locations for facilities there is also the
potential for a centralised (large scale strategic) or decentralised (small scale local)
pattern.

For each waste type, please tick whether you think the facilities should be centralised,
dispersed or a combination of both.

Centralised Dispersed

facilities (in facilities = Combination

or near (local of
Gloucester facilities centralised
or in each and
Cheltenham) District) dispersed Not sure

Composting Green Waste i i i i
Composting Kitchen Waste i i i i
Biodegradable Re-use, Recycling,
Transfer/bulking C C C C
Inert Re-use, Recycling,
Transfer/bulking-up C C C C
Recovery/Treatment facility (e.g. MBT,
EfW) e e e e
Disposal Sites (Landfill) i i i i
'Other’ facility i i i i

Q5.3 Should the WCS identify sites for more landfill capacity towards the end of the WCS
period (see issue 2) by:
[T Planning for full expected capacity [T Not making any specific provision

[T Making limited provision

Q5.4 If additional landfill void space has to be found, what criteria should be used for finding
suitable sites for land-filling residual waste?

Q5.5 The matters set out below are all very important criteria in finding suitable sites for
waste management activities of all types.

Please rank from 1 to 5 in order of importance, what you consider to be the 5 most
important criteria (where 1 is the most important).

The suitability of local roads to handle traffic and the site access ’7
Protecting green-field land ’_
Locating new waste facilities with complementary existing activities ’7
Using sustainable modes of transport (e.g. by rail or water rather than by road) ’7
The impact on neighbouring land-uses (e.g. nearby businesses and residents) ’_

Safeguarding nature conservation interests (e.g. impact on wildlife, biodiversity etc)

Protecting the historic environment and built heritage (e.g. listed buildings,
conservation areas)

Locating facilities near to the source of waste arising



The visual impact of the facility

Preventing environmental pollution (i.e. protection of water resources, noise, dust,
air emissions, litter, vermin, birds, odours, vibration & land instability) I

Q6.1 How should the waste processing requirements set out in the IMWMS be translated into
site allocations?

[T By allocating specific sites [T Other (please state below)

[ By using criteria based policy [z Don't know
(particularly for waste management
options at the top of the waste
hierarchy)

Q7.1 What criteria would you use to determine ‘cumulative impact' of a waste management
facility on a host community?
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Q7.2How should existing waste management facilities be safeguarded from encroachment
by potentially incompatible land-uses?

[T By using the approach proposed in the [T Don't know
safeguarding policy

[T By some other way (please specify
below)

Q8.1 Is seeking to minimise hazardous waste at source and appropriate objective for WCS?
[T Yes [T No [7 Don't know

Q8.2 Is it appropriate to safeguard existing hazardous waste management facilities provided
that they are environmentally acceptable?
[T VYes [z No (if not please state [z Don't know
your reasons why in
the box below)

5 A B C b
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Q8.3 What criteria should be used to determine the acceptability of a facility for dealing
with hazardous waste?

The table below shows a list of criteria that need to be considered for both existing
and proposed hazardous waste facilities. Please rank from 1 to 5 in order of
importance, what you consider to be the 5 most important criteria (where 1 is the
most important).

The location of the facility in relation to local, regional or national hazardous
waste arisings

The suitability of local roads to handle traffic and the site access

The availability of sustainable modes of transport nearby (e.g. rail or water
rather than road)

The impact on neighbouring land-uses (e.g. nearby businesses and residents)
The impact on wildlife, biodiversity etc

The impact on the facility on listed buildings, conservation areas and ancient
monuments

The compatibility of the facility with neighbouring land uses

The visual impact of the facility

The need for the facility

Locating new hazardous waste facilities with complementary existing activities
The pollution control record of the facility

The effect that the facility closing will have on the environment (e.g. derelict
land issues, waste travelling to different facilities)

Q9.1 What factors should be used is determining the appropriateness of waste development
in the Green Belt.

T T T

Please rank from 1 to 5 in order of importance, what you consider to be the 5 most
important criteria (where 1 is the most important).
Proximity to arisings and reducing the distance waste has to travel

Suitability of local roads to handle traffic and the site access

The planning history of the site

Co-locating complementary or ancillary activities with existing activities
Good facility design

Re-using previously developed land or redundant agricultural buildings
Economic and employment benefits

Maintaining the openness of the Green Belt

Preventing the merging of nearby town areas

TTTTTTTTT

Safeguarding the setting of historic towns

Q9.2 Do you consider that redefining the Green Belt boundary to take into account and
provide more potential for waste management facilities on existing sites/brownfield
land is appropriate?

[T VYes [z No [z Don't know



Q10.1 Do you agree with the suggested wording for the policies on:
Don't
Yes No know

Nature conservation [7 i

Water environment [7

L
Landscape [7 i
Archaeology [ i

oonon

Q10.2 If you answered ""No" to any of the options in the previous question please use the
space below for any additional comments you may have on the policies.
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Q10.3 Are there any other designations that you think should be included as being strategic
environmental assets?

# 5



Q11.1 In line with government guidance this Issues and Options paper has been subject to a
Sustainability Appraisal that examines its likely social, environmental and economic
impacts.

Please use the space below for any comment you many have on the accompanying SA
Report (the report can be viewed at:
http://www.gloucestershire.gov.uk/index.cfm?articleid=13349 )

Sustainability Appraisal Report
b #
# 5
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Q12.1 Are there any other issues/options that this paper has not mentioned that you

consider should be addressed? Or please use this space for any general comments you
might have.
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Additional comments :
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WCS Issues and Options Part A: Summary Version.
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(See also comments for the Part B
P56 below).
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WCS Issues and Options Part B Explanatory Paper
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