Proposed Lime Treatment Plant at Faringdon

Meeting with John Gilbert of Thames Water at Step Farm, Faringdon

 on 2.12.04 at 11am

Present.  

Thames Water – John Gilbert JG

Faringdon House Estates – Jeremy Hulme JH

FAEG – Pat Saunders PS and Tim Fane TF

Minutes taken by Daphne Saunders

JG   arrived alone. He did not bring notepaper, he took few notes of the meeting.

JG   is operations manager for TW Western area, looking after 230 treatment works in an area High Wycombe to Banbury to Cirencester.

As such “operates assets” and cannot discuss price of alternatives – there are other people in TW who costs projects.  

JG – I am going to be blunt, some of our earlier correspondence was not that helpful.

TF – We are now trying to work as a team and considering responses at weekly meetings before replying.

Organic Farming

PS – Highlighted some of the concerns including the large organic milk production at Step Farm nearest to STW. There was not sufficient time to discuss flies, lime and the nearness of animals to the treatment plant.

JG – at a later time said he did not understand farming issues.

Plant Odour

PS   said historically, the people living close to the plant had problems with smell.  It was cured when the present Faringdon plant was built – around about the 1960’s.

TF  Said bringing in 15,000 ton of sewage will create smell. That was agreed.  JG was asked how he proposed to control the odour.

JG  Smell can be controlled by many different ways.

 1) Complete containment as at Reading.

 2) covering with a building causes smell for the people who work there.  Then you need fans, and that circulates the air inside and outside, so smell is just as bad.  Covering is not satisfactory in my experience and fans pushing the air through a building causes more noise.

TW  needs a degree of trust with the environmental officers, who ultimately have the powers of abatement.  

JG – From a business point of view it is better to work out the problem previously. It is bad financial strategy to be closed down by the EA shortly after starting.  There is “limited mileage” in a process where there is high public awareness that causes problems.  A silo would completely control odour.

Complete containment.  One must look where the odour is generated. A bigger building means more air, which means more noise  There are other ways to stabilise smells.   I haven’t been to Farnham. I have been to Fleet.

TF – Planning permission issues.  It was pointed out that farmers cannot erect a chicken house within 400m of a dwelling, and why should TW create a large plant within 274 m?     No answer.

PS – No mention in Cascade report of odour generated through monthly exports.

JG   accepted

TF – Nearest receptor distances incorrect in Cascade.

JG    accepted.

PS    It will be a big heap out in the open.

JG  Odour is subjective and one can get used to it.

PS  You couldn’t make more smell if you tried.

Noise

TF   There is no mention of bleeper noise and tractor turning noise. I can hear your operations even now.   You have not addressed this in the Cascade report.

JG – Bleeper is not a major issue and can be addressed.

PS – What Health and safety implications of removing a bleeper are there?

JG  - No reply

Faringdon House Estates

JH – My Client is dead against the proposal, is taking legal advice and contesting the right for TW to do it.  We are not convinced TW have the right to build this plant. This may lead to a possible injunction.

JG     This is not my expertise and it will run its course.

JG    A new access road is planned to the pumping station, to start in two weeks time.

TF    There will be a local uproar if construction appears to be starting even if it is on this separate access road.  

Site

PS   explained the site and its restrictions – the water pipeline and overhead electric cables. Storage space will be limited.  

JG  did not investigate the map

Traffic

JH – Access to site for 4000 lorries is unsuitable, and is legally contentious.

TF – Stated that traffic calming measures are to be put on the A417  Stated the A417 is not suitable for 4000 HGV’s  What do you think?

JG   If Faringdon is the chosen destination, you must accept that heavy vehicles travel that route already. We can’t make vehicles any quieter, but we could reduce the size of them and increase the number?

TF   Lechlade would grind to a halt.

Would not be permitted if not under a GDO.  Road splays comparison with residential.  TF  showed JG routes from ordinance survey map through Lechlade and Faringdon, including a map of Faringdon town showing schools, residential and crossing points.

TF  said he thought it wrong that a neighbour was required to have a 9m visual exit splay, and TW was not required to have any sensible exit onto the A417. The corner is very dangerous and floods during the winter months.

FAEG Proposal

TF  We have calculated that you will be travelling 26,000 miles less if you consider our suggestions.

JG – Digesters do not have an infinite capacity. They have economic value requirement. There is a critical mass.  A digester at Faringdon wouldn’t work. The digesters at Swindon and Oxford have limited capacity.

  Other options may include    1) Relocate plant away from Faringdon

                                               2) Lime plant at Swindon

                                               3) Digest at Swindon 

                                               4) other sites 

                                               5) leave it at Faringdon as proposed. 

PS   Is there extra space at Swindon?   

JG  There are problems at Wantage – Grove, and smell at Abingdon.

I will go back and look at Faringdon, possibility of liming at Witney. 

PS – Discuss HGV transport and possible reductions

JG – I will be investigating different size of lorries

TF – Main point is A417 unsuitable for an extra 4000 HGV’s, the road is subject of planned traffic calming and has had 5 deaths on it.  Pinch points in Gravel Walk and the turning in Lechlade off the A361.  FAEG believe the quantities shown are a minimum and will only increase 

PS – Have TW taken into consideration the expansion of Wantage, Witney and Abingdon

JG    No comment.

TF – Have TW looked at other sludge alternatives such as a facultative sludge digester?  It is possible to prove due diligence on this system and possibly could be financed through grants. With this system there would be no tankers, no travelling.

Communication 

JG – There will NOT be a new environmental assessment audit.  At present Faringdon is the option.  FAEG have clearly articulated our concerns in correspondence.  

DS – Pointed out the 50,000 voluntary man hours involved in making Faringdon, a Beacon Town, the Market Town that is pointing the way to regenerating the vitality of the town and countryside for other communities to follow.

DS    asked if TW would postpone any decision until after the third tier of the Single Farm Payment scheme MTR had been announced by DEFRA, where it is possible that limitations will be made on storage and spreading of sludge on food producing land.

JG   TW is working with DEFRA and knows everything that is going on.  

TF – It is vital that TW meet with other concerned groups to avoid uproar should a decision be made without any further meetings.  

JG   TW can only accept letters from concerned groups/residents, and there is limited time available for meeting any other groups.

Thank you to JG for attending and to PS and DS for use of the farmhouse.

The meeting closed at 1.00pm

