
L Cook, Parish Clerk & Responsible Finance Officer Lach Dennis and Lostock Green Parish Council  

11, Reedsmere Walk, Comberbach, Northwich, Cheshire CW9 6BZ  

Clerk@lachdennisandlostockgreen.co.uk  

19/11/2021  

To: The Right Honourable Kwasi Kwarteng, Secretary of State Department of Business, Energy and 
Industrial Strategy.  

Dear Mr. Kwarteng  

Re: Lostock Sustainable Energy Plant – Section 36 Consent Variation Application We write to 
you on behalf of the residents of Lach Dennis and Lostock Green, within the Cheshire West 
and Chester borough. 

As elected representatives, we are writing, on behalf of our parish community, to firmly object to 
Lostock Sustainable Energy Plant – Section 36 Consent Variation Application.  

We feel that it is unacceptable that we have been given such a short time to respond to this complex 
matter, and it is known that a consultation will get less replies on the run up to Christmas.  Most 
residents are not technically minded, and are understandably anxious regarding how to respond. 

The road that leads to the plant is wholly unsuitable for the volume of traffic currently, let alone adding 
424 HGV movements per day between the hours of 7am and 11pm. The road has lime beds, 
containing furnace bottom ash from an aged industrial process, to one side and a canal to the other. 
There is no option to widen it at any point, which is of great concern for the safety of pedestrians. If 
two HGVs are passing, there is nowhere for them to move to avoid collision, unless they mount the 
pavement, putting the pedestrians in danger. There is already an EWF plant on this site (a 
biodigester), plus a chemical works (TATA), and a haulage firm (Jack Richards & Sons), so please 
don’t assume that the 424 additional vehicles moving to and from the new plant are the only ones to 
consider when looking at this application, and its community and environmental impact. The only 
beneficiary from this application is the foreign operator and it is sheer madness and morally wrong to 
subject people to that quantity of extra HGV movements until 11pm at night. 

When planning permission was granted for the plant originally, in 2012, the area was considerably 
less residential, than it is now, and therefore would not have taken into account: increased traffic; 
population; and community risk. At least two new family community developments have been built, 
none of which have the infrastructure to benefit from any “energy from waste” (district heat) that this 
plant proposes to offer.  

The new proposal claims: if the plans are approved the facility would generate enough electricity to 
meet the requirements of around 148,000 homes, or a town three times the size of Northwich and 
Winsford. They plan to treat up to 728,000 tonnes of waste, remaining after recycling, which will result 
in 69.9MW of sustainable electricity being exported to the grid. Therefore, the increased 128,000 
tonnes of waste are not going to produce any more sustainable electricity than the current plans, 
without sufficient planning permissions, and considerable negative impact on the community. Claims, 
that it proposes to heat an extra 20,000 homes, we are led to believe, would be achieved through 
district heat. However, LSEP only has TATA (it’s industrial neighbour) as a viable user of the heat at 
this point in time. There is no infrastructure in properties around the town, to send the energy as heat 
to homes, so the energy generated will be sold to the national grid for profit of Copenhagen 
Infrastructure Partners (CIP) and FCC Environment, without any benefit to the community impacted. 

Northwich and surrounding areas generate less than 10,000 tonnes of landfill waste, each year. To 
increase the capacity for an incinerator that no-one wanted to be built in the first instance is frankly an 
insult to this community, especially given heightened sensitivities around climate change and in the 
context of us having one of the best recycling records, for any borough, in the country. 

From an economic and job creation perspective, the plant, at its current planning permission, 
proposes to create around 50 high quality full-time operational jobs and up to 600 jobs during the 



three-year construction period. There appears to be no increase in the number of jobs, from the 
128,000 additional tonnes and therefore, again, no direct benefit to the community impacted.  

We do not see any benefit of the 128,000 increase, we do however have some very worrying 
concerns which are as follows:  

 All waste is being brought in by HGV, which was the worst-case scenario in the original 2010 
Traffic Assessment. There has been no mention of the railhead actually being used because 
it’s not financially viable.  

 The number of HGV’s will increase from 262 per day to 434, to note that HGV’s can only 
access the LSEP EFW plant from the south of the site, along the A530 (Griffiths Road) 
towards the A556 due to a low railway bridge along the north of the site, near to the A559 
Manchester Road.  

 Due to the extra 21% of HGV’s, LSEP is proposing to increase the operating hours from 
12hrs per day to 16hrs, from 7am – 11pm. It’s worth noting again here, that Griffiths Road is 
also a residential road with houses close to the road side. There are many residential 
dwellings in close proximity to the plant (Cottage Close being an example). It would be highly 
irresponsible to allow the additional HGV’s and operating times 

 We strongly request that you incorporate the health costs from air pollution bearing in mind 
that HGVs are responsible for 40-50% of nitrogen oxide (NOx) pollution from road transport. 
To note, Rudheath has the highest diffusion tube reading for the whole of Northwich as at 
2019, with a reading of 40.5 No2.  

 Concerns about disruption and development of the original project to schedule, impact of 
protest and dissidence, should environmental campaigners take up the cause of the 
increased environmental cost of this application, without any sensible, economic or 
evidentiary benefit. 

 

As a Parish Council it would be negligent of us if we didn’t mention HS2 Ltd in this consultation as we 
get many comments regarding HS2 on a regular basis.  

The main feeder highway routes to the proposed incinerator will be the A530 King Street, Griffiths 
Road and the A556 all three roads culminating at King Street roundabout where we also have 
Morrisons warehouse.  If HS2 goes ahead, and we say if, as we are still waiting for the Integrated Rail 
Plan to be published, it will be sheer chaos.  All three roads A556, A530 and Griffiths Road are 
already very busy roads but when you add all the HS2 construction traffic because of the realignment 
of the A556 and bridge works it will cause huge delays.  Major roadworks including dozens of road 
closures and diversions on a main commuter arterial road to Manchester and Chester, an enormous 
compound right on King Street roundabout, transformers and massive swathes of extra land of 100m 
width for hundreds of utility vehicles, these roads will not cope with extra HGVs as Griffiths Road is 
barely coping now. 

Recently there was a relatively small alteration to the A556 at Gadbrook Park which created absolute 
chaos to the area and if there is a problem on the M6 going South at Junction 19 then all the traffic 
travels down the A556 towards King Street roundabout. 

We therefore demand that this revised proposal is rejected, given its lack of environmental, economic 
and community benefit. 

 

On behalf of Lach Dennis and Lostock Green Parish Council  

Yours sincerely  

 

L Cook  

Parish Clerk & Responsible Finance Officer  



 


