Thames Water Sludge 14.8.04

Thames Water (TW) has given Cllr. Judith Heathcoat their report on which they make assumptions and assessments of the reason why the Faringdon Sewage Site should take 15,000 ton from Wantage, Witney and Abingdon.

This is Pat Saunders's assessment of the TW report and his replies.  If you can help with time, secretarial or reasons not given, please contact Tim Fane at Northfield Farm, or Pat Saunders at Step Farm (01367-240183 email pgsaund@aol.com)

2.2  Location of Site

Step Farm farmhouse and buildings only 400 m away and not 450m as stated in report.  In another parts of the report – Step Farm is recorded as 388m away.  Step Farm Cottages are 274 m distant and are not mentioned


Two cottages at Northfield farm are 487m are stated in report to be 'under one kilometre’.  This is grossly misrepresenting the facts.
 
2.5  Complaint History

Complaint history is low because over the years Pat Saunders of Step Farm, Miles Saunders of Step Farm and Neill Saunders of Faringdon House Estate and other farm workers have always worked alongside Thames Water local officials, informing them of the complaints of smell and sewage running directly into the stream because of blockages in the sewer system. Many times over the years the reporting has not been addressed for a matter of 8 days.  This co-operation with Thames Water now is working against us and our good will towards Thames Water.  The Saunders have over 20 fields with Thames Water truck mains through them.  There have been many instances of discharge into the streams feeding the River Thames, one within the last month.

2.7.2  Estimation of Emissions from Identified Sources.

The report is stated as a Cautious Assessment!  We don't agree.  The report does not reflect an average assessment.  The assessment of the new liming operation will be much larger than the report because the sludge has to be moved to the lime dosing plant and then again put into a large pile, creating a large area to emit smell.  Our experience with Saunders Spreaders Ltd (ex-contractors to Thames Water) has had in handling this material is that the smell created will be dramatically increased.  In the report emission factors were worked out with low wind turbulence.  This gives a false figure for spread of smell.

2.7.3.5  Emissions from Sludge Storage Operations.
The report states that this calculation is multiplied by a cautious specific odour emission rate. It is not being worked out on realistic figures. 

2.8.2  Assumptions supplied to dispersion model

TW have worked out their assumptions on ONE LOAD PER DAY.  The report states that FOUR LOADS PER DAY will be arriving at the site.  This will increase the assumption by a factor of FOUR.

2.8.3  Identification of Criteria for Assessment

The report states that the perceived odour will be exceeded for 175 hour per year.  TW must now alter their figures to 700 hours per year. This is TW's cautious assessment!!

TW have not made any assessment on the odour when loading lorries with JCB loader on the two days (as detailed to the group at the meeting) and in TW report states ' two or three days of removal of sludge from site'.  We know that the lorries will carry smells and at the meeting on site, TW say they will not be washing the lorries between journeys.  We know that these lorries will need to back up to the sludge heap for loading, and will therefore collect sludge on their wheels at the site.  This material will need to travel through Faringdon and/or Lechlade for a return journey, creating further danger and nuisance to the local inhabitants.

2.8.4.2 Comparison of the impact of the proposed site to the existing situation.
Report says that odour emissions will increase by 106% at the very least using their cautious estimates.  They do not include the use of JCBs for handling and disturbing sludge and general smell from lorries in and out of the site.  Wrong calculations have been used as already highlighted in the report.

As earlier stated

A          The odour is FOUR times larger than assessed.
B          No account of moving sludge with JCB continually on site
C          No account of odour with unwashed lorry wheels
D          Odour (TW assessment) should now be recorded as 700 hours per year IF every day

was a day with has no WIND.  Odour problem should be assessed during the winter 

and on windy days.

2.9 Summary Impact.

The report says ' the odour impact encompasses a relatively small area affecting NO identified sensitive receptors.

We disagree. The distances to private properties are not correct. The Infants school and the Junior school are in direct wind direction and the close proximity of the National Trust Listed Step Farm House and Step Farm cottages (274 metres) has not been addressed in the report.  There are over 20 private houses, two schools, the Faringdon allotments, footpaths, bridleways, Faringdon Circular Route, and several residential cul-de-sacs on Canada Lane, Orchard Hill Estate, Church Street, Gloucester Street and The Countryside Agency's Beacon Market Town Centre.

Please note that in Planning Law, it is not possible to erect a facility for animals within 400m of a dwelling without Planning Permission. This is because of odour and animal waste!.  This regulation should surely apply to the Thames Water facility.

No mention is made in the report of the odour produced from lorries transporting the material through Faringdon and the local villages to and from the site.

Background noise survey

the report says measurements taken at Step Farm Cottages on the Lechlade Road are approx 500m to the west of the site.  Edmunds Pen is 550m

This is incorrect. It should read    Step Farm Cottages at 274m.

Edmunds Pen at 487m.


Table 3.1

These measurements are incorrect. They are taken at the Radcot Road, and not at Edmunds Pen.

2.14  Construction Vibration

Report states the distances that vibration is perceptible. It states that the nearest property is 500m, when in fact it is 274m. 

No assessment is made of vibration of lories passing the school classrooms.

Noise and Vibration Impacts during operation.

Noise levels are assessed as being the same as the oil industry. In the oil industry, vehicles are loaded by pumps as opposed to TW operation which will require JCBs reversing to load and having reversing warning sirens fitted to them.  This will make a considerable increase in the amount of noise generated on the site.

Noise from Road Traffic

Report states 'at worst there will be eight vehicle movements per hour'  The only noise consideration taken in this report is within the site boundary and access road.  No account has been made of extra noise and vibration and DANGER resulting from 

A.         Turning into the sewer works on a dangerous bend of the narrow A417.

Note: Approx 4,000 extra lorry movements per year will be made.

B          No account has been made of 4,000 extra movements through the Towns of 

Faringdon and Lechlade and surrounding villages.

C.         No account being made to noise levels increases  on the school playing fields and

 vibration into the classrooms.

Summary of Noise Impacts

Report states that ' noise generated from additional traffic and on site plant is negligible.'   This is far from correct.  Many aspects have not been addressed, or are 'very cautiously assessed.'

No account of use of JCBs and lorries with reversing sirens.
No account of lorries travelling through towns and villages
No account of lorries driving past infant classrooms which are 10 m from the road.
No account taken of Compressor and Drier noise emitted as shown on plan.


ASSESSMENT NOT DONE OR TAKEN INTO ACCOUNT IN THE REPORT

Mud on the dangerous bend at the entrance to the sewer works off the entrance to

the A417.  Thames Water stated that lorries would not be washed 

Entrance Track from A417 to proposed site has no passing place or lay-by to accommodate lorries coming off the A417.  It is 10 feet wide.  There will be a major problem on sludge removal days of several lorries having to queue on the A417 before they can have access to the site.  With a lorry movement every five minutes on average, there will be a back-up of waiting lorries.

Entrance track is also used by farm vehicles accessing Edmunds Pen and surrounding fields.


Organic cattle graze the fields surrounding the site and increased lorry movements will make farming/moving animals difficult.

The present sewage treatment works has two booster stations for the supply of Swindon and District Drinking Water.  The water comes from the Farmoor reservoir and is pumped to the Blundson reservoir. There are two pipes, one of 30 inch and the other 36 inch diameter. 

The 36 inch pipe goes through the proposed site where the water is then pushed upwards towards Blunsdon (this is the lowest point in the pipeline). This is the same site for the sewage treatment facility.  Thames Water state that they should be able to fit in the new facility without contaminating or building over this pipeline. They say they can legally heap sludge within 3 m of this pipeline and are able access the sludge over the pipeline. 

There has been one known leak/burst on this pipeline in the adjacent field within the last few months. The possibility of pollution/contamination with sewage should not be underestimated by all water consumers in the Swindon area.

The water pipeline is to the north of the site. There is a 11,000 volt electricity line to the south of the site. This makes it a restricted site for TW to operate their proposed facility.


The necessity for the work on site.

Why is it necessary to move 15,000 tons raw sewage sludge to Faringdon. (we believe from our contract work and knowledge that the amount to be moved is very near to 20,000 tons)?

Witney is 15 miles from Faringdon. Abingdon is 16 miles.  Wantage is 11 miles.

The movement of this quantity of sludge over this distance is EXTRA to the existing mileage the sludge presently travels. The addition and use of a lime mixing plant at each of these three sites would reduce miles (and fossil fuel use) by 2000 journeys x 14 miles per return journey. (28,000 miles past sensitive homes and schools).  Potassium permanganate is already added to sludge at these plants, so why not add lime at the same time and take the sludge straight to the final destination on farmland from Wantage, Witney and Abingdon?

Thames Water states that they intend the Faringdon sludge to be taken direct to neighbouring farms.  They do not appear to be aware that Step Farm, Church Path Farm, and Pidnell Farm on the Radcot Road are certified organic by the Soil Association.  Organic farms cannot use sewage sludge because of the large quantities of minerals in the sludge.  Faringdon has ten organic farms within four mile radius of the site.  Journeys of treated sludge will have to be taken much further afield.

No account is taken of the pathogens carried in the sludge and the nearness of school children to the passing lorries.  Much research has been done, showing it to be detrimental / harmful to grazing animals and humans.
