  

War on Waste:  Option 7
 

Mersea Area is 60% recycling/composting by 2002:  33% composting - 27% recycling

Option 7 aim:  60% recycling/composting by 2007:  33% Composting - 27% Recycling

Option 7 aim:  70% recycling/composting by 2012:  35% Composting - 35% Recycling

For the many who have become increasingly convinced that 'waste' offers an opportunity rather than a threat, the draft Essex waste consultation documents are a significant disappointment.  The 'WoW' consultation leaflet is flawed, inaccurate and misleading.
 

What is wrong with it?
 

Each of the options are based on centralised capital-intensive major waste handling facilities on the sites identified in the Essex & Southend Waste Plan, which can include incinerators.  Incineration capacity would be contracted for a minimum of 25 years.  Costs are stated as an average £161 per household annually compared with the present £72. 
 

All six options underestimate what is possible to recycle and proven elsewhere in the world.  No option complies with the 'Working Together' strategy agreed by the county and district councils in 1999, to 'seek to achieve jointly a minimum .. recycling/composting target of 60% by 2007'.  This policy is included in the Essex & Southend Waste Plan. 
 

Four of the six options offered include incinerators, called 'thermal treatment facilities'.  The other two options include Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT), which is used in Europe to sift, mash and dry mixed waste for Refuse Derived Fuel for incinerators.  Yet the district councils' Consortium and the County Council say they are against incineration!   
 

Only two options include a 60% target for recycling and composting by 2010 and two have a 45% target.  Options 5 and 6 only have a 33% target, which is unlikely to conform with future Government statutory recycling targets.  No higher targets have been set to 2025.  We need an Option 7 which does not limit how much we can reduce, compost and recycle.
 

What does OPTION 7 offer instead?
 

Option 7 aims for 60% recycling and composting by 2007 and 70% by 2012, aiming for Zero Waste by 2020.  Households will have a kerbside collection of separated recyclables and foodwaste, with kerbside collections of garden waste or local sites to take it for composting.  Baling, sorting and composting facilities should be small-scale and local. 

 

Option 7 is the best environmentally, saving energy, pollution and cutting global warming gases including CO2 and methane.  It saves global resources and improves soil structure by the use of compost.  It does not use incineration, thereby avoiding the air pollution, hazardous and toxic ash disposal problems which are not accounted for in options 1 to 6.
 

The annual cost per household for Option 7 will be around two-thirds of Options 1 - 6, which entail centralised Materials Recycling Facilities (MRFs), MBT plants and incinerators.  Centralised expensive MRFs are not needed when recyclables are separated at the kerbside and baled locally.  Option 7 will not include incinerators.
 

Some key requirements:
· Government Landfill Tax grants for green boxes and kerbside purpose-built collection vehicles for separated kerbside collections infrastructure.  

· The wording of the Waste Plan, the waste strategy and any waste disposal contracts must be rewritten to exclude incineration and all mixed waste thermal disposal technologies within the Plan area (i.e. no pyrolysis, gasification, fluidised-bed etc) 

· No contracts to be more than ten years.  No major countywide contract. 

· Local councils to keep own inhouse DSOs where possible.  

· Expand range of materials collected including hazardous wastes such as batteries.  

· Home composting, Real Nappies and other minimisation measures will be promoted. 

· Re-use sites to include waste exchanges (bathroom fittings, wood, paint etc.).   

· Reprocessors will be encouraged to locate in Essex.  

· No major MRFs on six identified sites, no MBT plants providing fuel for incinerators.  

· We would like Essex to be the first county in Britain to adopt the Zero Waste Charter. 

How does Option 7 compare with Options 1 - 6?  

Does it meet government targets?  Yes.  Option 7 complies with all these:   

· Government's Waste Strategy 2000  

· Landfill Directive, to reduce by two-thirds the amount landfilled of biodegradable waste - such as garden and food waste, paper and card - which rots down to create methane, a potent global warming gas, and leachate   

· Packaging Directive to recycle over half paper/card/glass/metals/plastics by 2006 

· Biowaste (Composting) Directive will require separate collections of garden and kitchen food waste for local composting 

· Draft regional strategy for 70% 'recovery' by 2015 

· How good for the environment is it?  Option 7 is best for all criteria.

How much will it cost?   Option 7 will cost around two-thirds of the other six options.

How feasible is it?   Very feasible. 

Has it been demonstrated elsewhere?   Yes, here in the Mersea area trial, in Europe, and around the world.

· The Mersea Island area trial of 4,500 households has achieved 60% recycling and composting for two years with 98% satisfaction.  4 out of 5 households participate.  

· Best European countries are achieving over 50% already and many cities are over 60% across the world.  250,000 people in Bluewater, Ontario recycle 83%. 

· California adopted Zero Waste by 2020 target - two areas have reached 85%.  Zero Waste by 2020 has also been adopted by New Zealand, Canberra and Toronto by 2010.  Braintree and Chelmsford councils have adopted the Zero Waste Charter. 

The size and location of facilities:  Facilities should be small-scale and local.

· Local recycling and baling depots;  more 'bring' bank sites 

· Local windrow composting for garden waste mainly by local farmers 

· Local invessel composting for foodwaste and other organic waste 

· Anaerobic Digestion units for organic wastes (EU Biowaste/Composting Directive) which can provide renewable energy and soil improver  

· Civic amenity sites will be renamed Recycling & Re-use Centres 

· Furniture and waste exchanges, re-use and refurbishment centres, etc.  

Number of facilities required:  A large number of local smallscale facilities. 

