
Regional Incinerator –  
MMAG Responds to the Potential Rules for the Game 

 

MMAG has formally responded to the Consultation on draft National Policy Statements (NPS) for Energy Infrastructure 
arguing that they should be radically amended or not adopted. 

MMAG notes these statements will influence how some of the country’s most controversial and environmentally sensitive 
infrastructure proposals will be assessed  - amongst which is the Covanta proposal for Rookery South. The draft NPS makes 
clear the significant need for new major energy infrastructure and advises the Infrastructure Planning Commission (IPC )  - and 
which will rule on the Covanta proposal - to start any assessment on the basis that the need has been demonstrated. Further the 
IPC is not required to consider the relative advantages of one technology over another. Whilst the need to deliver the UK 
obligation to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by 80% by 2050 and the Carbon budgets stemming from the Climate Change 
Act is recognised it is clear the IPC’s terms of reference will lean it towards approval rather than refusal of schemes which 
would cause unacceptable environmental damage.  

MMAG believes as drafted the NPS will prevent the IPC from questioning Government policy on infrastructure and that 
indeed the cards are stacked in favour of development and developers.  

MMAG believes this responsibility should remain with the Secretary of State accountable to Parliament and that local 
communities should have a veto on disproportionate impact. 

MMAG notes the Governments view that companies should be permitted to determine the individual projects brought forward 
within the strategic framework taking account the clear benefits of diverse energy mix. 30% of electricity generation should be 
from renewable sources by 2020. However the NPS provides no guidance as to what proportion should come from bio- energy. 
What criteria would the IPC apply to adjudicate between competing proposals for renewable energy in the same geographical 
proximity e.g. an on shore wind farm or energy from waste plant? Would this lead to a free for all?. Is the principal purpose of 
burning waste to reduce landfill or produce energy? 

MMAG notes that NPS states that decentralized or community energy systems are unlikely to lead to significant replacement 
of large scale infrastructure suggesting that there are economies of scale from large scale centralised generating facilities via 
high voltage transmission systems and believes this will encourage developers to believe size matters, scale up accordingly to 
avoid local consultation and discourage local initiatives. 

MMAG notes there is increasing doubt over whether it will be possible to meet the UK target to generate a third of electricity 
from renewables by 2020 without a significant contribution from traditional energy sources and suggests there is no longer a 
national consensus either with energy producers, the public or Government as to how to deliver the required infrastructure.  

MMAG notes the IPC is mandated only impose conditions to development consent that are reasonable - for developers ?  
MMAG believes development consent should include a significant compensatory element for those communities expected to 
live with massive proposals for decades to come for the ostensible greater good of the nation or who experience an 
overwhelming negative accumulation of effect from specific proposals; e.g. traffic flows, noise, pollution, loss of amenity and 
destruction of landscape. 

MMAG believes it is difficult to see how such surrounding impacted communities could directly benefit when the only 
customer for the energy produced is the energy company who subsequently sell on the energy produced. 

MMAG believes it is not clear how the unavoidable impacts on local communities are to be weighed relative to national 
priorities. 

MMAG believes the preference for water borne or rail transport should be a requirement for planning consent regardless of 
cost effectiveness. 

MMAG believes it is not clear how the IPC is to weigh adverse impacts and refuse specific proposals when the NPS also states 
the need for infrastructure as outlined is paramount. 

MMAG believes there should be a specific requirement for decommissioning plants in the future.  
MMAG believes all relevant data should be available and not withheld for commercial considerations especially if economic 
judgements are to be made about use of taxpayers funds. 



MMAG believes the referral threshold to the IPC of bio-mass or waste plants producing more than 50 megawatts will 
encourage massive developments in particular incineration contrary to the proximity principle and reducing waste at source. 
The NPS is perversely is encouraging a market for incineration. Energy from waste on such a scale will work against local 
energy and waste disposal initiatives.  

MMAG believes the provision of infrastructure has been delegated to the private sector. Will the private sector meet the 
secondary costs of road and rail routes? MMAG believes the private sector will always find that road use is more convenient 
than rail and local communities will bear a disproportionate impact from increased traffic volumes. 

MMAG believes the IPC should say NO to Covanta and we should deal with our own waste locally.  

 


