


Box 8: Buckinghamshire Estimated Capacity of Waste
Management Facilities in 2007/08 (tonnes) (rounded)

Current non-hazardous treatment capacity

Capacity MSW & C&l C&D

Transfer 331,955 0
Recycling 327,144 0
Composting 38,000 0
Recovery 0 422,500
Total 697,069 422,500

Source: Jacobs Ltd, November 2008

Remaining non-hazardous and inert landfill capacity

Landfill Type Remaining Capacity
(t)

Non-hazardous 15,796,994

Inert 8,333,906

Source: Jacobs Ltd, November 2008

New Waste Management Capacity

6.12 During the monitoring period, two separate consents were granted for new

waste facilities:

These developments will not be added to the waste capacity model for

waste,
agricultural waste.

concrete,

Buckinghamshire until they are fully operational.
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Lockharts Farm, Cublington — waste transfer station.

This application has consented 12,000m* pa for soil and excavation
brick, domestic waste,

Units 11 and 12, Harebridge Lane, Halton — waste transfer station.
This application consented 5,000m?® pa of skip waste.

green waste and



7.1

7.2

Monitoring of Planning Applications

The data below outlines the Council’s performance in determining planning

applications during 2007/08. This data fulfils the requirements of the
Government set National Indicator (NI 157).

Figure 8 sets out the number of County Matter applications determined in

each quarter for the 2007/08 monitoring period within 13 weeks. The outturn
figure for NI 157, ‘Percentage of Planning Applications determined within 13
weeks’ was 78% for 2007/08, exceeding the target of 60%.

Figure 8: Progress on Planning Applications by Quarter between 1% April
2005 and 31 March 2008.
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7.3

At the end of the monitoring period six of the seven remaining applications
were awaiting completion of outstanding legal agreements.
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Figure 9: Progress on Planning Applications by Quarter between 1 April
2005 and 31°%' March 2008.
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8.1

8.2

8.3

8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

Monitoring and Enforcement

In 2007/08, the County Council (as Minerals and Waste Planning Authority
(MWPA)) continued to exercise the regulations which came into effect in
England in April 2006, enabling the payment of a fee to MWPA’s for
inspections of mineral and waste developments. This revenue has allowed a
dedicated Site Monitoring Officer to be appointed.

The Council has continued to use its Development Control Committee
endorsed principles to agree the number of announced annual monitoring
visits with operators covered by the charging scheme. These visits check on
compliance with standard conditions, such as those controlling soil stripping,
phasing and the assessment of aftercare. The number of visits is determined
largely by factors such as site size, complexity, past compliance ratings and
what stage in the lifespan of operations the site has reached. Additional
unannounced visits are undertaken to assess compliance with conditions,
which are of particular concern to residents, such as noise and dust control
conditions.

For operators not covered by the charging scheme, the adopted BM&WLP
provides a target of five visits for active sites and two for dormant sites, with
unannounced visits as necessary, as described above.

A target of 63 inspections to chargeable sites was set for 2007/08. 95% of
the inspections were completed, although in reality this number of visits was
surpassed, because officers considered that some sites required additional
inspections due to issues of non-compliance or concerns raised by members
of the public. A target of 39 visits to non-chargeable waste management
facilities was also set for 2007/08, and 85% of these were completed.

Of the conditions which were monitored, two sites were 100% compliant.
Eight sites had a good compliance rating of 85% plus, with only technical
breaches. Five active sites had a poor compliance rating of below 85% with
material or significant breaches of conditions. In these situations the Council
has worked with the site operators to address the issues, either by changing
site operations or by encouraging the submission of planning applications to
regularise activities.

For more information about the Council’s monitoring strategy, please refer to
the ‘Monitoring of Mineral Extraction and Landfill Planning Permissions
Report to Development Control Committee’ via the link below:

http://www.buckscc.gov.uk/moderngov/Published/C00000105/M00002517/Al
00005015/$MonitoringUpdateReport.docA.ps.pdf

The MWPA also sought to resolve breaches of planning control in line with
Planning Law and also the County Council’s own Planning Policy. In 2007/08
the Council received 31 reports of unauthorised activities, i.e. minerals or
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8.8

8.9

waste developments that did not have proper planning consent but required
such permission, and 3 reports of breaches of conditions on authorised sites.
Action was taken to regularise all of the reported breaches of planning
control.

Action has included negotiations with landowners to promote voluntary
remedy of breaches, but also formal enforcement action. Formal action has
included serving 9 Planning Contravention Notices, 7 Enforcement Notices, 2
Temporary Stop Notices and 1 Stop Notice. Of the authorised sites 1 Breach
of Condition Notice was served. Of the 34 reported enforcement cases, 18
were resolved in 2007/08, with a further 7 resolutions up to October 2008. 9
remain outstanding and subject to further investigation, negotiation or formal
action. These are shown within figure 10.

Figure 10: Enforcement action taken during the period 2005 to 2008.

Enforcement action 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
Enforcement cases 40 68 34
Breach of condition 0 2 3
Planning contravention 3 12 9
notices

Enforcement notices 12 10 7
Temporary stop notices 1 0

Stop notices 1 3 1
Enforcement cases resolved 31 48 29

in the period

Figure 11: 6 week and 18 month Enforcement performance targets.

Enforcement 2005/06 2006/07 2007/08
performance targets

6 week deadline 0 8 19
18 month deadline 1 14 27
Total cases solved 5 24 40

6 week target figure 80% 80% 85%
6 week actual figure 86% 93% 86%
18 month target figure 90% 90% 90%
18 month actual figure 88% 85% 81%

Figure 11 identifies the number of enforcement cases that have been
resolved within the performance target deadlines set by the Council. These
are set at 6 weeks to notify all concerned parties of the action the Council
deems necessary to take to resolve the case, and 18 months to successfully
resolve the case. In 2005/06 the 18 month indicator was not achieved
primarily because of limited staff resources. The 18 month target was also
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missed in both 2006/07 and 2007/08 due to the effects of long running cases
and the impacts of appeals, injunctions, inquiries and prosecutions which
often take longer than 18 months to complete to achieve a satisfactory
resolution.
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9.1

9.2

9.3

9.4

Improvements to the Annual Monitoring Report

The South East England Regional Assembly (SEERA) has provided guidance
to each WPA on delivering consistent formats for Annual Monitoring Reports
to feed into the Regional Monitoring Report for the collection of waste data.
This AMR has begun to collect the data in the format requested by SEERA.
Subsequent AMRs will carry this process forward. This will require a detailed
breakdown of waste treatment by method for each waste stream. In addition,
waste capacity is also required for each waste stream, taking into account
additional capacity, lost capacity, net change and capacity at the end of the
monitoring year. This to be split by each waste stream.

In conjunction with development control colleagues, the monitor will look to
ensure an appropriate method of recording new waste management capacity,
is in place so the ERM model can be regularly updated to maintain a “live”
picture of existing waste management capacity throughout the County. This
will look to record a range of criteria that is required by the ERM model, such
as capacity and licensing data, in conjunction with the Environment Agency.

The MWCS submission consultation report will provide a number of potential
sustainability indicators, which once adopted, in conjunction with additional
monitoring indicators, will provide the monitoring framework for the MWLDF.
Subsequent reports will look to begin to incorporate these sustainability
indicators to build the baseline data, which once adopted, the Core Strategy
will use to measure its policies and proposals. The monitoring of these
indicators will only be possible, as and when the sources of information will
allow.

AMR 2009 will provide an update on LDF progress and whether the priorities
for 2008/09 outlined in paragraph 4.3 and the deadlines in the revised LDS
(2008-2011) have been met. The Council will aim to ensure the 2009 AMR
provides the baseline data that meets the above requirements. For consistent
and practical monitoring it is essential that a comprehensive monitoring
system is in place following adoption of the MWCS.
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