Letter to Robert Jackson MP

Faringdon Sewage Treatment Plant                                                   5 August 2004                                                                                                                                             

Dear Sir,

 

As a resident of Faringdon living on the Radcot Road I was recently very concerned to hear details of the above scheme, which are as follows: 

 

Thames Water (TW) have selected Faringdon, Farnham and Crawley as the TWA Southern area sites for lime dosage treatment plants.  The Faringdon site will deal with the raw cake imported from Witney, Abingdon, Wantage and Faringdon.  Their estimation is of 15,000 cubic metres per annum, which we believe to be low.  The plant lay out briefly involves a cake reception area , a lime silo, conveyers, mixers and storage area of 4000+ cubic metres.  A loading shovel heaps the treated cake into a storage area at 3 metres high before loading it onto lorries.  Water run off from this storage area will be piped into the existing sewage treatment plant, which only last week had a spillage of raw sewage into the local reed bed of which the environment agency was notified.  Vehicle movements would comprise of four movements in and out per day of which two would be from Witney and one each from Abingdon and Wantage.   

 

If as TW say there would be 4 lorries per day then in a working week this will be 20 lorries coming into the site.  In four weeks this is 80 lorries and including vehicles for lime and fuel this is 90 lorries over a 4 week period.  All this to be removed in two days (TW says).  If 90 lorries go in you need 90 lorries to take the sludge away.  To do this over 2 days will require 45 lorries in one day or 11 lorry movements per hour in an 8 hour day.  Therefore approximately 1 full covered but unsealed sewage lorry will go past the infant school, Park Road in Faringdon or Lechlade at 1 every 5 minutes.  Surely this would be of concern to the local highway officer?

 

At present there are 16 lorry movements in 4 weeks, in the future there will be 356 lorry movements per 4 weeks.  In the 13 (4 weeks) year there will be 4628 lorry movements.  This equats to 10 times more sludge than that produced by Faringdon Sewage works. 

 

In December/January last year TWA wrote to Oxfordshire County Council to ask whether they had powers under the General Development Order to undertake the installation of the lime treatment plant without the need to obtain further consents. OCC apparently wrote back to confirm that these works did fall within that order.  TWA recently applied to OCC for approval of this scheme recently lodged 672004.  Judith Heathcote, Faringdon Councillor, felt in a recent email that Thames Water had acted in an underhand fashion and we only came to hear of it purely by chance.  Work is scheduled to start January 05 and competition May 05.

 

Faringdon is a Beacon Town of the Countryside Agency and there are obviously concerns with these vehicle movements along Park Road and past the infant and junior schools although no formal agreement has been reached with the highway officer.  The potential odour problems could be huge with Faringdon itself at 1000 metres and closer residential properties listed.  Three National Trust cottages 274 metres, Step Farm house (listed National Trust) 425 metres, Cottages on Northfield Farm 487 metres,  Park Farm buildings 487 metres, Northfield Farm house (listed) 639 metres, Manor Farm house and 2 properties 700 metres, Dove Lodge (listed) 913 metres, Faringdon House (listed) 974 metres.  Faringdon Circular Path and cycleway 2 metres.  Faringdon House parkland (Heritage site gardens open) site of many Faringdon events, Round Table Bonfire Night, Scouts camping site, Guides (worldwide event 2000 campers), Sealed Knott 2000 taking part in the battle of Radcot 1645.

 

At a meeting 12/7 with TW we were given a talk on the proposed site and shown existing and projecting odour footprints, however we were unable to take a copy of these plans as they "form part of a much larger document that was only in draft form".  The plan we saw showed a marked increase to the North East of the site based on wind direction and speed over 173 days.

 

Having spoken to Dr Claire Lukehurst a consultant in renewable energy and rural development a possible alternative would be a small digester on each site, which can deal with municipal solid waste food processor and restaurant waste.  Although she said this is not as cost effective for TW in the three sites (there are a number of British companies experienced in Bio Gas plant design and build that could provide the necessary technology e.g. Green Finch) her suggestion would be for local communities to get together to fund this and then to be hired to TW .  There may well be Council grants and EEC grants available as it completely falls in line with Government objectives to reduce CO2, regenerate rural communities, produce a bio fertiliser with a constant nutrient content  Hot water and gas produced run the plant and any spare gas for combined heat and power to the local community.  There are still lorry movements out to farms of the bio fertiliser but every kilogram of nitrogen produced in this process avoids omitting 2.176kg of CO2.  Digesters will reduce odour, pasturise pathogens and diseases, decrease quantities for movement and make digester processed sludge more acceptable than lime treated sludge to the community.

 

I believe each community should deal with their own waste produced but I do not feel that this proposal by TW is a truly sustainable way ahead of dealing with an ever increasing problem.  Although a TW engineer has come up with a temporary and cheap solution to this huge problem is this the best way and have other alternatives been considered?  As Dr Lukehurst pointed out we are about 20 years behind our EEC neighbours in Denmark, Sweden, Germany and Switzerland who started Bio Gas plants in 1984 and in no way would contemplate moving tens of thousands of tonnes of raw sewage cake around their roads to a uncovered mixing plant and storage area.  TW have come up with the cheapest way to tackle their problem, which will only increase with the local proposed housing projections.  Although a site like this is operating in Farnham, should we not be thinking of a more sustainable ecologically acceptable alternative?  Do TW's own words taken off their website "thinking differently, partnering communities, improving lives" actually mean anything?

 

I apologise for this being so long, I have tried to keep it as brief as possible and have much more information should you require it.  I believe Pat and Daphne Saunders from our group will try to meet you at the Wallingford surgery on Friday evening and am truly sorry I cannot be there myself.  Thank you very much for your time.

 

Yours Faithfully

Tim Fane, Northfield Farm, Radcot Road, Faringdon. SN7 8DT. 01367 244409

 

Other Information and sewage smell problems:

Whitley, Early, West Reading and TW Sewage Works at Manor Farm next to the A33 July 04.

South Cambridge District Council and Anglian Water at Milton March 04.

Bexley Council at Cross Ness July 02

Edinburgh Council and Scottish Water at Seafield Works September 03

The Real Dirt on Sewage Sludge by Wendy Priesnitz, Natural Life Magazine 58 July 04

The Case against land application of sewage sludge pathogens Canadian Journal of Infectious Diseases and Microbiology

