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Dear Sir 
 
Covanta Application for an EfW Generating Station at Rookery South, Bedfordshire# 
 
I wish to amplify my strong objection to the above application, registered on 11 November 
2010 and endorse the letter submitted to you by Marston Moreteyne Action Group on 22 
February 2011.        In summary my objections fall into the following five areas: 
 
Waste Recovery and Management 
Landscape and Visual Impact 
Biodiversity and Geological Conservation 
Traffic and Transportation 
Socio economic Impact 
 
Waste Recovery and Management 
 
At the IPC Meeting on 17 January 2011, I spoke on the key issue “justification for the size of 
plant proposed and it relationship to the area from which waste would be sourced”.    IPC 
decided to ask Covanta more questions on waste supplies, plant size, risks to recycling 
initiatives and seek an assurance that waste will not be sourced outside Covanta’s  Waste 
Catchment Area of nine Local Authorities defned in their Need Assessment.  Covanta also 
affirmed its commitment  to providing waste management capacity for residual waste solely 
within “Bedfordshire & Luton sub region”.    
 
If Covanta now seek to source waste from outside the WCA, their application is based on a 
false premise and should be rejected for failing to justify the building of a huge EfW plant in 
Bedfordshire. 
 
In 2010 Covanta expected Buckinghamshire County Council  to supply 50% of the 600,000 
tonnes of waste needed for its EfW Plant.  However in December 2010 Bucks CC opted for a 
smaller 300,000 ‘in county’ plant in line with EU proximity principles and Government 
Policy PPS10 that communities take responsibility for their own waste.  The other 8 LAs are 
seeking alternative waste management solutions and Bedfordshire Councils are implacably 
opposed to this application.  DEFRA have stated  “Ultimately, however, it is local authorities 
rather than the Government who have the responsibility for deciding how waste is managed 
in their respective areas.  Choice of technology must reflect local circumstances which will 
vary, and it is important that any plans for waste to energy facilities emerge out of local 
waste strategies, so that all options for reuse, recycling and composting are explored”.     
The Prime Minister has recently stated that waste management decisions should be made 
locally.    
 
N.E. Oxfordshire now has a 300,000 tonne EfW plant and Central Bedfordshire BEAR 
Project is a local waste management strategy, encouraging more recycling.  Central Beds 
recycling rates are 50% and rising and in South Oxfordshire recycling rates have already 
reached 70%. 



 
 Covanta  is also one of seven shortlisted bidders for the Central Bedfordshire BEAR Project.   
If this application is approved, IPC will effectively be promoting Covanta’s interests, creating 
an unfair competitive advantage for one of the seven companies bidding for the Central Beds 
BEAR Contract.     Also granting the application would undermine Bedfordshire’s local 
waste strategy and discourage recycling, in direct conflict with Government policy. 
 
Landscape and Visual Impact 
 
The proposed EfW plant will be the largest building in Bedfordshire,   dominating a flat rural 
landscape, blighted by decades of brickmaking, clay extraction and landfill.  The Forest of 
Marston Vale is dedicated to restoring this landscape by creating a Community Forest of 6 
million trees by 2031 – over one million trees planted so far.  The Millennium Country Park 
and Stewartby Lake provide an essential  leisure facility for Central Bedfordshire’s rapidly 
expanding population.  
 
For the reasons stated above, there is no justification for an EfW plant of this size to be 
located in rural Bedfordshire. The sheer size of the EfW plant and stack, accentuated by the 
plume, will materially impair the visual amenity and panoramic views of this essentially rural 
landscape.  

 
Biodiversity and Geological Conservation 
 
The Covanta proposal would be a retrograde step ecologically and would ultimately lead to 
the industrialisation of Rookery Pit.  The site is host to large numbers of wildlife and there 
will be a direct loss of habitat.  Rookery Pit is one of the best bird sites in Bedfordshire, with 
numerous rare species. 
Since the closure of the Stewartby brickworks, air purity has improved and new species of 
plants have emerged in the nearby Millennium Country Park, including lichens.  These would 
be threatened by fumes from the EfW plant and from the 900 daily vehicle movements to and 
from the plant.  
 
Traffic and Transportation 
 
The new A421 was designed to cope with existing traffic congestion and the predicted 900 
daily lorry movements will impact significantly on Junction 13 of the M1 and local rural 
roads.  Covanta has not consulted any of the communities beyond the Marston Vale who 
would be adversely affected by this dramatic increase in traffic.  Unlike the Covanta EfW 
application in Wales, none of the waste will be transported by rail.  Therefore this application 
should be rejected because traffic volumes will be beyond the existing and predicted capacity 
of the local road infrastructure, with huge potential for congestion at Junction 13 of the M1 
and on the motorway network.  Also the traffic arrival and departure times of lorries will 
cause significant disturbance, traffic congestion, noise and vibration.  
 
 



Socio economic Impact 
 
The abolition of regional spatial strategies undermines the Covanta justification for an EfW 
plant for future housing projections and the waste theoretically arising and only a small 
number of permanent jobs will be created.  The Marston Vale is now a beautiful green area, a 
haven for wildlife with great potential to be a centre for recreation and tourism, generating 
much needed new jobs.   Therefore building a huge EfW Plant would have a negative socio 
economic  impact on the  local population. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 


