Subject: AL/101/18/PL

Comments from Chris Bartlett - WSCC
Hi Dan,
Jane asked me o give this a quick ook over,

Although the applicant states that the bund is o comprise topsoil from the adiacent site,
we'd still class this as “inert wasta’ and therefore should be appraisad using the Wasts Logal
Plan policies. I'm guessing that they are taking solls from the adiacent housing development
site and simply placing & 3 bund and is therefore & development in ks own right,

I would therefore suggest that the nesd for the application to be considerad against Policy
W38 of the West Sussex Waste Logal Plan as it relates to the deposit of inert waste to land.
The policy is supportive of such developments provided the following criteria are meb:

{al “the proposal results in clear benefits for the site and, where possible, the wider
area;

{B)  the material to be used is only residual wasie foliowing recyciing ands/or recovery or
it is g waste that cannot be recycied or treated;

{c) there is a genuing nesd to use the waste material as & subslitute for & non-waste
material that would otherwise have to be used;

{d}  the meaterial to he reused s suitable for ils intendad use;

fe} the amount of waste material to be used is no more than is necessary to deliver the
benefils identified under {3},

{f} there would be no unacceptable impact on naltural resources and other
environmental constraints;

(g} the proposal accords with Policy W13 (Protected Landscapes);
(h}  anyimportant mineral reserves would not be steriiised; and

(i) restoration of the site o a high quality standard would take place in accordance
with Policy W20.7

You'll need to be assured that the proposal would resull in ‘dear benefits’ {clause {(a}) for the
site and wider area. In this case, I can’t see anywhere in the documents which explains any
cisar banefits. Although one of the represantation latters says the bund will shield thelr
property from dust and noise and will give them a more rural outiock, thase reasons arent
considerad in the applicants submission at all,

Ciause (D) asks whether the matenal s residual following recvcling and/or recovery, but
nothing has beaen included in the submission o discuss this point.

The applicant has not demonstrated a 'genuing need’ for the development {clause (), such
that it would be undertaken without waste - [e. if virgin’ material {aggregats) was o be
usead.
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Clause {e} is more complicated; it is impossible to establish whether the amount of material
to be used is the minimum necassary to deliver the benefits identified, as no benefits have
been identified. The applicant should be asked to jusiify the amount of waste they are
proposing o impoert and the scale of the landform.

You'll also need to reassure yvourself that there would be no unacceptable impact on natural
resources {(clause {11}, and that the restoration/aftercare of the site would be of high guality
{clause (1}, No information is provided for restoration/aftercare, not even stating that the
bund would be seaded with grass and no timescales or maintenance detailis have bean
provided,

in conclusion, the proposal dossn’t accord with Policy WE of the West Sussex Waste Local
Plan {2014} in that it has not been shown to provide any dear benefits for aither the site or
widar area and would theraby be considerad 'waste disposal’ which has 1o be considerad
against Policy W3, It is considered that the waste could be practicably recovered or recycled,
s¢ its disposal would be contrary to Policy W,

Hope this helps somewhat,

LChris Bartiett

Principal Planner, Planning Servicas
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