
We object to the proposal, as set out below. We intend to explore these issues in 
more detail in a further written submission and at the examination stage. 
  
 

1. Transport and Traffic 

The impact of the increased HGV traffic generated by the site will be felt over a 
much wider area than covered by Covanta’s traffic assessment, determined by the 
origin of the waste. There is no assessment, nor proposed mitigation provided 
beyond the A421. Increased congestion on other major routes and junctions needs 
to be addressed. 
 
The negative potential impacts of increased and displaced traffic and of HGVs’ in 
particular travelling through our villages and towns as a consequence of the facility 
has not been adequately considered.   
 
The long proposed operating and delivery hours are likely to compound the 
negative traffic impact on communities. 
 

2. Landscape and Visual Impact 

 There are no effective measures outlined that would mitigate against the negative 
impact  the massive size and height of the proposed facility  will have on the visual 
quality of the  landscape, in what is a rural setting,  in terms of both near and far 
reaching views and  on enjoyment of local amenities. The visual impact will be 
exaggerated by the plume. 
 

3. Socio-Economic Impact 

We do not believe the proposed facility will enhance the local economy. It is 
doubtful that the permanent jobs proposed, or the community benefits outlined, will 
offset the negative impact the facility will have on socio-economic activities in the 
area. We are also concerned the facility will attract additional industrial activity, 
further altering the rural character of the Vale. 
 

4. Air Emissions 

There is widespread anxiety in the local community about the emissions that would 
be generated. These concerns are re-enforced by Covanta’s apparent poor safety 
record in the USA.   The potential effect of temperature inversions on the safe 
dispersal of emissions has not been adequately considered. 
 
The health statement, and proposals for passive monitoring do not give adequate 
reassurance. 
 



5. Light Pollution 

The potential for light pollution is not adequately addressed by the proposed 
mitigation. 
 

6. Noise 

Noise disturbance in general, and disturbance caused by irregular noise from the 
facility and traffic associated with it has the potential for significant adverse impact 
on health and quality of life, and has not been adequately considered. Further 
measures should be identified to minimise noise impact. 
 

7. Flood Risk  

The flood mitigation measures proposed would not effectively mitigate the flood 
risk.  
 

8. Need 

We do not accept that “national need” justifies a facility of this size in this location. 
We oppose  the importation of large quantities of waste into Bedfordshire, which 
will have negative impacts in an area of regeneration, following the end of brick 
making and large scale landfill.  
 
 This site has been identified as suitable for a local, not national facility.  

 
9.Future Changes to Draft National Policy Statements 

We reserve the right to raise any additional issues to those outlined above that may 
arise from any future amendments to the draft National Policy Statements. 
 
 
 


