Annex A - Introduction and Context Representations Summary and Responses

Unique ID
Reference Summary of Issue Response
CR23 Agrees with the need for minerals and waste management to

sustain growth, however, is concerned that many of the
proposed sites for such development are in locations that could
destroy the characteristics the county wishes to preserve.

CR23, CR38 | Considers that recycling should be encouraged and prioritised.

CR23 Considers the need for primary aggregates is overstated and
that recycled aggregates should be the primary source.

CR23 Raises issues regarding the location of proposed minerals sites
in the northwest of the county close to residential areas and the
potential environmental risks of this and considers that less
damaging options need to be considered including recycled
aggregates.

CR23 Considers the consultation should be meaningful and should
show how the opinions of residents have been considered.

CR24 Acknowledges that Surrey is rich in minerals but highlights that
there are a number of highly polluted areas. The challenge is to
identify suitable sites and a fair level of development in light of
the national picture.




Unique ID

Summary of Issue

Reference

CR24 Considers it is important that the minerals and waste industry
contributes to employment and the budget.

CR24 The Minerals and Waste Local Plan must identify broad areas
for development where local impacts from minerals and waste
developments would not be made worse than they already are.

CR24 Most important issues for minerals and waste development are
preventing exacerbation of pollution levels, and educating,
encouraging, and enforcing residents to recycle.

CR24 Considers that maps illustrating existing pollution in the county
should have been included as part of the consultation.

CR24 Considers that the YouTube video should set out the types of
pollution the Minerals and Waste Local Plan can directly and
indirectly cause.

CR35, CR38 | Considers that the Day Aggregates rail depot should be
relocated from its current site in Woking.

CR36 Would like minerals and waste management development to

have more awareness of effect on local residents, the
environment and financial implications to council taxpayers.

Response




Unique ID

R Summary of Issue Response
eference
CR36 Considers the greatest issues for minerals development are
minimising the impact on residents from minerals and waste
development and protecting the Greenbelt and Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty.
CR36 Considers that there should be more extensive assessments of

new, existing, and expanded sites at the application stage.
Restrict further development within Greenbelt and Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (including its potential expansion
currently in consultation).

CR36 Greatest issues for waste development include the pressure to
meet landbank and recycling targets, the increasing population,
road infrastructure and rail/boat not suitable for much of Surrey.

CR36, CR38 | One of the greatest issues for waste development is the
increasing population.

CR36 Sustainability targets are difficult to achieve and raises issues
about the cross-boundary selling of minerals and accepting
waste from other areas.

CR37 Would like more appropriate assessment of sites for extraction.

CR37 Considers greatest issue for minerals development is flood risk.




Unique ID
Reference

Summary of Issue

CR37

Considers the Issues and Options material provides sufficient
information to contribute. Clearer coverage and information
about ways to object should be included in future consultations.

CR38

Concerned that there is little space for Surrey to dispose of its
waste and that alternatives are needed.

CR38

Greatest issues for waste development are growing
consumption, and reduction in markets for waste.

CR38

Considers that the consultation material has sufficient
information to provide a contribution, however more information
could be provided on how households can reduce, reuse, and
recycle.

CR38

There should be better communication about consultations.
However, it is considered that some of the questions are poorly
worded, and the questions take a long time to complete.

CR18

Considers minerals and waste development could be
disastrous as it threatens Green Belt, will change the
landscape and underlying geology which will have a negative
effect on biodiversity.

CR18

Would like minerals and waste development to upgrade current
facilities, and focus on reduction through legislation,
communication, and education, considering the ‘Polluters Pay
mantra’.

Response




Unique ID

Summary of Issue

Reference

CR18 Considers the greatest issue for minerals development is
having to comply with national demands and market forces,
and the issue of extracting material from the ground rather than
exploring other options and contributing to the circular
economy.

CR18, CR64 | Considers the greatest issue for waste management is bringing
about a circular economy where waste is reduced.

CR18 Considers there should be Materials Recycling Facilities in
locations that are strategic and look outwardly to neighbouring
counties.

CR18, CR39, | Considers that the consultation material is too long and detailed

CR50 to engage with.

CR18 Considers that Surrey County Council should hold evening as
well as daytime outreach events for those who work during the
day to attend.

CR18 Considers that many people are put off responding by the large
amounts of information and questions.

CR39 Considers that minerals and waste should be considered

separately to better focus on the uses/users.

Response




Unique ID

Summary of Issue Response
Reference

CR39 Considers that mineral extraction should form part of a national
strategy focused on reducing congestion, traffic, noise.
Considers extracting hydrocarbons is not necessary and should
be avoided given availability of minerals globally.

CR39 Suggests there should be separate YouTube videos for
minerals and waste.

CR43 Considers that the waste management capacity and needs
assessments should be updated as an integral part of the
Minerals and Waste Local Plan preparation.

CR46 Considers that it is difficult to produce a strategy that does not
degrade the environment, and that maximum use of recycling
needs to be made.

CR46 Would like to see an improvement in biodiversity and
maintenance of the landscape. Mineral extraction should be
limited to what is necessary and recycled material should be
prioritised.

CR46 Greatest issue for minerals development is balancing the
environment with development needs. There needs to be
research and innovation into new methods.

CR46 Greatest issue for waste management development is moving
away from landfill.




Unique ID

Summary of Issue

Reference

CR46 Does not consider that the range of Issues and Options
consultation material is sufficient to make a meaningful
contribution.

CR46 Future consultations could include a breakdown of the waste
stream into categories and amounts, and the same for
minerals.

CR46 Considers that there should be regular meetings to engage with
stakeholders.

CR25 Considers that the development plan needs to balance the
needs of all stakeholders.

CR25 Would like to see less pollution and more effective recycling.

CR25 Greatest challenge for minerals development is achieving a fair
and reasonable balance between stakeholder demands.

CR50 Has been a large reduction in the number of active minerals

sites, waste management typically taking place in small scale
facilities.

Response




Unique ID
Reference

Summary of Issue

CR50

Would like to see the county being as self-sufficient as possible
in mineral supply and reducing transportation. Aim to be self-
sufficient in waste management.

CR50

Considers the greatest challenges for minerals development
are the continuity of supply and environmental constraints.

CR50

Considers that the Minerals and Waste Local Plan needs to
allocate sites, as suitable and available sites in the urban area
are hard to find and include a flexible minerals policy.
Acknowledges a conflict with Green Belt policy but considers
that land is frequently removed from Green Belt for housing so
why not for waste.

CR50

Greatest issues for waste management development are the
lack of capacity to manage waste responsibly, and the lack of
suitable sites.

CR64

Minerals and waste development considered potentially
damaging in Surrey due to limited space, importance of green
space and high development pressure.

CR64

Would like minerals and waste development to have flexibility
with regards changing environmental requirements and
technical and social innovation.

CR64

Greatest challenges for minerals development are visual
impacts, encroachment on habitats and leisure areas, climate
change impacts.

Response




Unique ID
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Summary of Issue

CR64

The Minerals and Waste Local Plan can meet challenges
through major legislative changes coming in waste
management, decoupling of resource use from economic
growth, and a flexible approach to the provision of sites.

CR64

Considers that the Issues and Options consultation contained
sufficient information.

CR64

Looking forward to a waste strategy embracing circular
economy, integrating the handling of commercial and industrial
waste and household waste streams, setting progressive waste
reduction targets, and seeking to capture most recyclable or
compostable material found in residual waste.

WRS

Whilst the council welcomes the preparation of a joint minerals
and waste local plan and sees this as a positive step, an
explanation of why the plans will be combined and the
advantages and shortcomings for doing so would be helpful.

WR5

Whilst the Climate Change Statement refers to Surrey’s
Climate Change Strategy 2020 and its net zero carbon goal,
the ‘Legislation, Guidance and Policy' does not appear to
acknowledge this key document.

WR6

The case for bringing minerals and waste management
together in one plan needs to be made better. Many people
regard the two subjects as being quite distinct and would like to
see more evidence of the growing overlap.

WR13

Welcomes the process of bring the Minerals and Waste Local
Plan up to date and the opportunity taken to combine these two
areas given their progressing synergy in several key areas
such as climate change, Green Belt and Biodiversity Net Gain.

Response
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WR31

Concerned that the location of Day Aggregates site does little
to enable adaptation to climate change for the surrounding
residents. Despite the site being situated within a busy urban
town centre, surrounded by housing, and adjacent to the
Basingstoke Canal and a biodiverse railway corridor, little has
been done to control the emissions, especially the particulate
matter coming from the site or the 280 trucks that use the roads
around Woking daily. The residents have erected particulate
matter meters in a number of the properties backing onto the
yard and we expect to be able to provide initial readings at the
preferred options stage.

WR31

Highlights that climate change causes warming within town
centres creating the Heat Island Effect. Concerned that this will
be further exacerbated by the clouds of particulate matter
released within the Mount Herman area, when trains discharge
their loads and trucks are filled.

WR31

Argues that the information provided states that the transport
by train will alleviate the transport emissions. However, for the
residents of Mount Herman in particular, and Woking more
generally all trucks that would have left from different areas of
the Country are now leaving on mass from one site. The 280
large lorries that leave the site each day increase the emissions
significantly on the local roads. As the climate warms the extra
emissions will exacerbate the Heat Island Effect within the town
centre and could cause further pollution due to particulate
matter. The trucks are largely open and are therefore likely to
spread pollution from the crushed limestone and sand around
the local area and through the roads of Woking.

WR31

The location of the Woking Rail Aggregates Depot fails the
sustainability test both socially and environmentally. The
activities within the yard are currently causing disruption to the
urban community due to noise and vibration, which shakes the
houses when a train is emptying its load. The noise is an issue
on a daily basis, from 7am on a weekday and on a Saturday
when residents are trying to sleep.

Response

10
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WR31

The Woking yard is polluting the atmosphere with particulate
matter, which can be seen by the covering of dust almost
constantly present on resident’s cars, coating the gardens and
on any other street furniture. The residents are extremely
concerned regarding the impacts on their health occasioned by
breathing in dust from the crushed limestone and sand
transported into and out of the site.

WR31

The Woking yard is immediately adjacent to the Basingstoke
Canal, which is designated as a Site of Nature Conservation
Importance with some sections designated as the Basingstoke
Canal Site of Special Scientific interest. As the railway corridor
runs adjacent to the canal this is also known to be a busy
commuting corridor used by badgers and other mammals, bats,
reptiles and amphibians that make their home in the canal
habitats. If the impacts of the operations are causing severe
levels of pollution and disruption to the human population it
stands to reason the same impacts will be being experienced
by the wildlife that use the corridor and the designated habitats
within the Basingstoke Canal.

WR31

To ensure that the transport of aggregates, the protection of
biodiversity and the right of the residents to a clean and
peaceful environment can be assured, a new location is
required for the Day Aggregates Yard. This will need to be
away from urban areas and natural habitats to ensure no
impact to social or environmental sustainability. This may mean
searching out of county. We would ask that a call for sites be
made with specific reference to a new site for the transport of
crushed limestone and sand within Surrey or the surrounding
Home Counties.

WR31

Concerned that the number of heavy Lorries on a road
infrastructure, not built to accommodate such traffic is a safety
hazard (around the Woking rail aggregates depot). The Lorries
often cut the corner by Victoria Arch, rather than bearing left. It
is only a matter of time before there is a collision. This situation
will become increasingly problematic if the vehicles are
funnelled through the urban area as proposed within the
Victoria Arch Widening Project.

Response

11
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WR31

Regarding the Waste Framework Directive (2008/98/EC),
which states that the Minerals and Waste Planning Authority
Authority should include provision for sufficient capacity and
enable the delivery of facilities in the right place at the right
time. The Day Aggregates Yard is not in the right place as it
impacts on the environment of the communities living within
close proximity raising clouds of particulate matter and
excessive noise and vibration when trains are unloaded, as
well as additional traffic, on what are already busy roads in the
centre of Woking. Birdswood Ecology is also concerned
regarding impacts on the habitats within the Basingstoke Canal
and the fauna that use the green corridor.

WR31

Understand that crushed aggregates are not legally seen as
hazardous waste, however, the release of these products
across a wide area within Mount Herman and the adjacent
canal could be causing health difficulties to the communities
who live in proximity of the site and impacts on the fauna, flora
and water quality within the Site of Nature Conservation
Interest and Site of Special Scientific Interest. The particulate
matter is noted across the gardens and on vehicles within York
Road and Bradford Close and could spread further afield.
Particulate matter can cause lung disease which will impact on
the health of the adjacent communities in the long term. The
dust will also coat flora limiting its ability to grow and flourish.

WR31

The location of the Day Aggregates Yard is not in conformity
with the National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 208(f)
which states that Minerals and Waste Local Plans should: - Set
out criteria or requirements to ensure that permitted and
proposed operations do not have unacceptable adverse
impacts on the natural...environment or human health. As local
residents living adjacent to the yard, feel that their health and
wellbeing is being compromised by the noise, vibration and
particulate matter emanating from the site.

Response

12
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Summary of Issue Response
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WR31 Advocates that in conformity with the National Planning Policy
Framework paragraph 214 co-operating with neighbouring and
more distant authorities to ensure an adequate provision of
industrial minerals to support their likely use in industrial and
manufacturing processes Surrey County Council should work
with other County Councils within the Southeast to secure a
yard for the processing and transport of crushed limestone
within a more sustainable location.

WR52 Pleased to note that the plan proposes to provide for minerals
development and waste management development that
mitigates against and helps Surrey adapt to climate change,
and combats biodiversity loss.
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