                                                       CRUMPS FARM – UPDATE MAY 2010

When the present Parish Council took office in May 2007 it was felt that the sand and gravel pit, operated by Edwards Waste Management, [EWM] situated off the old A.120 in the Parish of Little Canfield, required monitoring, not the least because of the complaints received, from residents in Hope End, of the odours which came from the site when the wind was in the north-east.  It was decided to set up a sub-committee, comprising of Tricia Clifton, John Creecy and myself (Henry Green.)  We were extremely fortunate in co-opting John Creecy onto the committee, whose extensive knowledge and experience of the waste industry was to prove invaluable in our dealings with Edwards Waste Management and their agents. 

Liaison meetings arranged by EWM were regularly held, attended by us, together with representatives of Takeley and Little Canfield Parish Councils. Claire Tomalin, a senior planning officer from Essex County Council [ECC] attended the meetings and chaired them in the absence of an Uttlesford District Councillor.  From what we were able to glean from these meetings and our persistence in requesting further information, it became clear to us that EWM had scant regard for conditions imposed by ECC to various planning permissions which they had obtained. As a sub-committee we were persistent in our efforts to get ECC to enforce the conditions they had imposed.  The odours which had been a cause of concern came from the unlawful composting of green waste on the site. ECC eventually invited EWM to end their unlawful composting, and apply for planning permission to compost green waste. In the fullness of time EWM did so and were granted planning permission to compost green waste. Conditions were attached, including moving the composting to a different area on the site and to provide a non-permeable base of concrete on which to compost the green waste. The planning permission was for a two year trial period.  EWM made no effort at all to relocate the site.  Every excuse imaginable was given at the liaison meetings why work on the concrete base had not started. The farmer hadn’t been able to get his crops in or it was too wet, to mention but a few.  Our persistence in bringing to the notice of ECC the unlawful activity taking place at Crumps Farm, eventually moved ECC to take action. They issued an enforcement notice against EWM on the 5th June 2009. The effect was somewhat short lived. The reaction of EWM was to lodge an appeal against the enforcement notice on the 30th June. This move, we believe, was yet another attempt to delay moving the compost operation to the new site and so avoiding the expenditure of a concrete base while awaiting the outcome of EWM’s major planning application before ECC, to build a landfill and in-vessel composting unit which would also have the facility for composting green waste. EWM later abandoned their appeal and we were informed by ECC that they had moved to the designated site. It appeared to us that the move was upon EWM’s own terms, namely the concrete base was abandoned, a condition of the original planning consent, and in its place would be a base of clay and hardcore, to which ECC made no objection.

The above example of our attempts to stop the unlawful composting of green waste illustrates what we are faced with as a Parish Council, in attempting to get our concerns addressed by those who have the powers to deal with such matters. Our greatest challenge to date, as you may be aware, has been to oppose the “major planning application” of EWM to build a landfill and in-vessel composting unit on the Crumps Farm site. The application was submitted to ECC in November 2008. On the 30th April this year ECC planning committee, by ten votes with two abstentions, gave planning consent for this application. In a nut shell this will now permit EWM to construct a building, almost the size of a football pitch and some 34 feet in height, on the present site, to receive and process food waste, black bin waste, and commercial and industrial waste. Some of this waste will be “composted”, (not your garden compost) and deposited into a void in the ground created by extracting London Clay. With this development on our doorstep we will have to endure odours, light pollution, noise and more heavy goods vehicles on our roads for at least the next twenty six years. The documentation for this application was considerable. Each and every argument put forward by the applicant was responded to where appropriate and ECC could have been left in no doubt of our outright objection to the application. Our Parish Council was the only body who applied to make oral representations before the planning committee at the hearing which was eventually held on the 30th April as mentioned above. Shortly before the date of the hearing, we were served with a 44 page report complied by Claire Tomalin for the enlightenment of the planning committee of ECC. In our view the report was heavily weighted in favour of the application being granted and confirmed our worst fears that the outcome would be a foregone conclusion.  It is fair to say that the report set out the objections of various groups opposed to the application. Our Parish Council’s objections were spread over three pages of the report. Other bodies objected, including the Ramblers Association and Takeley Parish Council. Sadly there was no substantive objection from Uttlesford District Council whose own Local Plan Policy it directly contravenes, or from Little Canfield Parish Council.  

On the morning of the hearing, Tricia Clifton and I attended to present our case on behalf of our Parish Council. Present were senior planning officers, including Claire Tomalin together with some eight Essex Councillors who were to decide the fate of this application. Before they took their seats one could see placed before each councillor’s allotted seat, a pristine copy of Claire Tomalin's report. It was to be observed when the councillors took their seats they had little interest in looking or indeed reading all or any part of the report before them. Claire Tomalin presented her report for twenty five minutes or more, with the help of various maps and photographs projected onto a screen. When it was our turn to present our case we had three minutes, just sufficient time to boil an egg. When the bell rang at two minutes, thirty seconds all we could do was to summarise our remaining points and urge the councillors to read the three pages of the report which set out Gt. Canfield’s objections in some detail, in the belief that the committee, like any jury, would retire to consider its decision. Alas that was not to be. The chairman asked whether there were any questions in respect of the report. There were very few. One councillor asked if there was some sort of liaison between the applicant and the local parishes. If he had read the report he would have found the answer to his question. One councillor mentioned that he had been driving along the old A120 and noticed there were some new houses being built there. What a surprise! This was obviously a reference to Prior’s Green whose residents were not formally made aware of the planning application.  The questions were answered by Claire Tomalin. Without any retirement, the chairman then put the matter to a vote with the result mentioned above. What little faith one had in an even handed approach to planning applications quickly evaporated that morning. It was apparent to us, that here was a county council who clearly wanted the facility at Crumps Farm, being judge and jury in its own cause.  Lord Hewart, a former Lord Chief Justice of England once said, “ A long line of cases shows that it is not merely important, but it is of fundamental importance, that justice should not only be done, but should manifestly and undoubtedly be seen to be done”.  The hearing before the planning committee to determine the merits of EWM planning application failed on both limbs of Lord Hewart’s dictum. Tricia Clifton assured Mr Edwards that he hadn’t seen or heard the last of us.
We will continue to monitor activities at the Crumps Farm site to the best of our ability, but have to accept that there will be huge impact on the area for many years to come.
Henry Green.

Tricia Clifton.

