
MMAG Remarks to IPC Open Floor Hearing July 5th 2011 
 

1 

In our submission we have drawn specific attention to the fact that were consent granted it would perversely promote the 
interests of one company effectively creating an artificial market for mass burn and lead to monopoly power, pricing out 
smaller and alternative technologies. It would impose on our communities’ solutions for waste processing that they do not 
want and of course the economic justification lacks transparency in that neither the public nor the IPC will ever see the 
gate price charged by the applicant for waste processing. In short the Covanta sales pitch will be “we’re big, we’re here 
and we’re cheap!” This competitive advantage will have been handed to Covanta by IPC consent. 

I am Hugh Roberts, Chair of the Marston Moretyene Action Group (MMAG). First of all let me extend on behalf of the 
MMAG a very warm welcome to the IPC to our beautiful Marston Vale. It’s a pity the blinds are drawn as we could look 
directly on the affected site. The MMAG campaigns for sustainable development within and around the parish of Marston 
Moreteyne and we meet here in one of the jewels of a sustainable future – the Millennium Country Park. It is worth 
remembering that at the time of the Parks inception it was heralded by the then government as a significant contribution to 
the UKs obligations under the Kyoto protocols. So the Marston Vale has always been at the heart of building a sustainable 
future so necessary with climate change.  
 
We read in the Sunday Telegraph at the weekend that the Bishop of Litchfield thinks he has worked out why people don’t 
go to church. It takes too long and he has urged vicars to slash the length of sermons to a limit of 8 minutes since 
apparently people find it hard to concentrate for longer than that. We are encouraged to see that the IPC Open Floor 
Hearing process is a little more ambitious. The Sunday Telegraph went on to observe that P G Wodehouse knew that the 
traditional point of a sermon is as much to stupefy the listener as to enlighten. I hope to achieve the latter this morning and 
with no disrespect to previous speakers, leave the former to the legal profession. 
 
Our submission to the IPC argued that the inter relationship and accumulation of issues should lead the IPC to refuse the 
application and others today have or will refer to the visual impact, the loss of wildlife habitat in an area that has naturally 
regenerated over many years, the predicted traffic levels with the associated noise and pollution, the proposal to draw 
huge quantities of waste from surrounding counties, the fact that incineration discourages recycling and contributes to 
CO2 emissions.  
 
Indeed the statutory framework encourages the IPC to give due weight to any long term and cumulative adverse impacts. 
The draft national policy statements specifically refer to how the applicants proposals may combine and interact with the 
effects of other developments and if the IPC is satisfied that the adverse impacts identified out weigh the benefits of the 
application consent should be refused. Of course MMAG recognises that the IPC is well aware of this but it is worth 
mentioning since many residents feared that the NPS would merely provide applicants with a checklist of mitigation 
processes applicants would need to demonstrate to secure consent. The IPC can say no and should say no because 
assuming the NPS are designated only the IPC stands between the Marston Vale and the desecration of our countryside. 
Indeed perhaps we may suggest the credibility of fast tracking nationally significant infrastructure is also at stake here. 
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Some days ago I stood outside the waste transfer station in Stewartby landfill. It was difficult not to be filled with a sense 
of deep revulsion at seeing our community surrounded by millions upon million of tonnes of waste interred in landfill 
effectively forever. Decades ago landfill was the solution and disused clay working provided the location. Thankfully 
landfilling is coming to an end with the sites being capped off. With the Covanta proposal the nightmare begins all over 
again with Bedfordshire once again seen as the destination for other people’s rubbish. Doubt has been expressed about 
whether Covanta can source enough waste to feed the plant which should come to the end of its operational life in 2050. I 
predict that long before then the Covanta plant will seek to start burning he contents of the waste that is already here in 
landfill. It should take it 30 years to do so. So while the world moves on recycling - Bedfordshire remains stuck in a 
revolting time warp of waste and incineration.  
 
As Covanta looks out from Rookery South Pit it cannot see a single friendly face – not a single elected representative has 
ever expressed support. They’re only companion in this vile journey is the owner of the pit. Although the plant is an 
enormous structure the operational area only occupies 14 hectares of a 95 hectares site. The application will be the 
precursor to the industrialisation of the entire pit which we predict will be advertised to potential co locators as close to a 
combined source of heat and power. It will ruin the ambitions of local people to build a future as a centre for high tech 
enterprise and as a leisure destination. The negative impact on the County Park will be profound. 
 
Whilst there is no doubt it will produce power its contribution to the looming energy crunch following the decommissioning 
of older coal and nuclear power stations will be negligible relative to the inevitable dash for gas. 
 
And of course we come to emissions. You bet people are worried. Our scientific advice tells us the emissions are loaded 
with harmful nano particles. The incinerator will burn 600,000 tonnes each year for at least 35years – that’s 21 million 
tonnes of rubbish up the same chimney. What goes up must come down and on top of us. You don’t have to be a scientist 
to work out there must be a long term effect on health. The Environment Agency does not have the resources to monitor 
the incinerator around the clock – by the time it notices something has gone wrong it’s too late. You cannot put the stuff 
back down the chimney. 
 
And for all of these reasons hundreds of residents will be demonstrating outside Stewartby Village Hall tomorrow night. If 
localism is to mean anything it means saying no to this incinerator.   


