Letter to Judith Heathcoat, Oxfordshire County Council

28/9/04


Dear Judith,

 

Please find below some information that Pat and I have put together after a site visit to other sewage works under Thames Water control.

 

Farnham
At our first meeting (at Faringdon Sewage Plant) with TW the lead project designer, Mike Dedman, gave us a detailed talk, which included a reference to Farnham sewage treatment plant as an excellent example of a lime dosing plant and it's compatibility with it's surround due to it being only a few hundred metres from a superstore.  On visiting the site on 17/8 it is indeed that close to a Sainsbury's but what they failed to mention is as follows:

· The lime dosing plant is not yet constructed, work started about a month ago. 

· Two new centrifuges are being built, which considerably reduce odour (see details below), lime is added after the centrifuge, including odour control using air blown through seaweed and the final product is stored in a sealed silo. 

· Sound proofing walls are being constructed. 

· The land between the site and Sainsbury's has been sold for development (sports centre or DIY store?) and it is our guess all the odour controls are a partial result of the land sale. 

· The enclosed operation seemed the best answer to the paramount control of odour on site. 

· The raw sewage storage is also in 2 sealed tanks. 

· The site is large. 

· No hydraulic pressing on site.

Fleet
Situated in a far more rural area and raw sludge is tankered in, held in open tanks and then into a centrifuge.  

The lime dosing plant is about three years old and occasionally a load of pressed cake is mixed into the hopper after the centrifuge if a nearby plant has a problem.  The pressed cake most recently added in this way was from Godalming where there is a huge odour problem and is very high in ammonia.  The lime dosing carried out at the plant could easily be done at Witney after the centrifuge.  

The smell produced by the conveyor onto the sludge storage heap was considerable and there was a reasonable amount of water run off.  At present the site does approx 250m3 per day.  

 

Abingdon
The hydraulic presses used here (no centrifuge on site) produce a cake which is very high in odour as witnessed by Pat and myself.  It is this exact material to be brought to Faringdon.  Although we did not do more than drive past it the smell was considerable.  Access to the site is very poor through a large residential housing estate, past sport grounds, marina and near the river.

 

Wantage
Again no centrifuge and the presses do the same as Abingdon.  The storage area there has recently been doubled and was closely inspected by Pat and myself and again the odour was very strong.  Again it is this material to be brought to Faringdon.  Access is poor especially coming back out of the site and cake was piled half a metre higher than the surrounding storage clamp wall.  

 

Findings from the four site visits
The objective of our visits was to establish exactly the type of proposed plant and the exact material to be brought to Faringdon.  Thames Water have clearly mislead us in the following ways:

· The Farnham site is very different to the proposed Faringdon works as there are far more odour controls in place and the site is not operational. 

· The proposed visit to Fleet by TW to see the lime adding process is unrealistic of the future situation at Faringdon as it wholly deals with cake from a centrifuge, which has considerably less odour than the pressed material and is in a far more rural situation. 

· Abingdon and Wantage press the sludge cake and Witney use a centrifuge and the impact on odour is very different in these two processes.  Details of cake requested from Witney, as per the Chamber of Commerce question to Thames Water, if the cake coming into the plant is in sealed lorries or open lorries the effect in Faringdon would be terrible. 

· The Cascade report has been proven incorrect in many places omitting many facts that would be detrimental to the proposal should the details be known to the planners at OCC. 

· Mis-information reference our site visit to a TW liming plant in both it's location and changing of dates.  

· A visit to either Abingdon or Wantage to inspect the cake storage area and the exact material coming to Faringdon will quickly prove that it is untrue when TW say in point five of the Q and A that "The lime treatment plant will not generate significant odour annoyance".

Conclusions
We know there are less-odorous systems that Thames Water are presently using than the system they are proposing for the Faringdon site.  The proposal at Faringdon is the worst that could be used.  The smell of untreated pressed sewage sludge as experienced at Wantage and Abingdon was dreadful.

However the removal of this material from Wantage and Abingdon is done on approximately two days every two months.  This is on average one day per month that the smell/odour has to be tolerated by the general public.  The proposal at Faringdon is that the smell/odour/transport/pathogens will have to be tolerated by the general public and school children on 5 days per week and twelve hours per day throughout the year, because in the Faringdon proposal, TW will be continually moving this untreated material through Faringdon.  

The unlimed sewage sludge cake is to be transported in open but covered vehicles spreading the harmful pathogens and smell as they travel through our town and villages.  This is exactly the opposite to what the EU directive is trying to address.  The EU directive is designed to stop harmful pathogens reaching the fields where animals graze.

The most preferable and easiest solution would be for the lime to be added at the cake presses at Wantage and Abingdon and at the centrifuge at Witney.  Then this material can go straight to the farms as treated sludge.  This method would save enormous time and cost in double handling and the inconvenience of odour, noise and pathogen illnesses. 

 

Yours Sincerely

Tim Fane

