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Statement to the West of England: March 12, 2008

The current waste consultation has given the impression that many factors were considered in finding “best options” for phase 3 of the strategy.  The charts indicate that environmental, social and economic inputs were all given closely equal weighting in determining solutions.  The answer I received from officers to a question some months ago would indicate that these charts were misleading.

I had expressed my opinion that small and diverse facilities offer a better solution:

--for the environment (lower CO2 emissions, less transport related pollution, less toxic waste)

--for the sense of community responsibility by keeping things local (aiding in reducing waste in the first place)

--for a lower risk to the partnership in case of failure 

The officer’s response was: The conclusion that the impacts on the environment are less (for smaller and more diverse facilities) has not been tested in detail by the Partnership as yet.
I found this startling. What did the environmental case for each technology consist of?  How was one technology deemed better than another from an environmental perspective, if these details haven’t been examined? The case for smaller and diverse facilities is all about environmental impact, social impact and the security they give in case of plant failure. If this hasn’t been examined, then the partnership has simply discounted this option without examination. 

B&NES has stated that it will not be part of phase 3 if the preferred option remains incineration.  So does it matter any longer?  Environmental impact doesn’t stay put in one place. Additional CO2 emissions and transport emissions from this choice will affect B&NES and the rest of the globe. Further, the efficiency of our eventual facility for phase 3 would be improved if these facilities were complimentary with those that existed nearby.  Were options like anaerobic digestion still being considered, the possibility to some day include sewerage and agricultural input might make even better reuse of current waste, both environmentally and economically.

Because this consultation is driven largely by landfill allowances and statistics about residential waste, discussing waste from an overall perspective is seen as almost counterproductive.  But to focus solely on one aspect—residential--is very short sighted.  B&NES intend to implement food waste collection soon.  Though the facility to process this collection will probably not be within the county initially, it should become more local eventually.  When this happens it would be folly to not use this facility for the restaurant trade and for food producers simply to keep government targets in isolation.  Eventually, solutions for waste from all parts of society must be accommodated. This will no doubt become national policy in the future.  By planning diversity and flexibility into the strategy, the West of England would make this future change in emphasis easier and less costly.  

Ultimately, the waste stream must change if we are not to collapse under the weight of it.  Municipal waste systems were never designed for the quantity or the complexity of waste that modern life delivers.  Design and consumption drive the waste figures; the implementation of residual waste facilities must insure that their installation doesn’t have a negative impact on the process of reducing waste.  Our habits are changing and less waste year on year is becoming distinctly possible.  But our future well-honed society will be put at risk if the population feels that an end solution means they no longer have to participate in that solution.  This is perhaps the greatest risk of incineration, that a well-trained populous will find it easier not to bother any longer because they now have a solution. Should this occur it would spell the end to any zero waste policy that the councils may espouse to.


 Bath Local group

Local Group Co-ordinator: Scott Morrison, 9 Brassmill Enterprise Centre, Brassmill Lane, Bath, BA1 3JN

Telephone 01225 463555 <coordinator@bath-foe.co.uk>  Website www.bath-foe.org.uk

