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1.0 Introduction

Zero Waste: Edinburgh and Midlothian (“Zero Waste”) is applying for planning permission in principle to
build and operate waste treatment facilities (Proposed Development) at a site near Millerhill in Midlothian
(Figure 1.1 — Site Context).

The site lies within Midlothian Council area (Figure 1.2 — Site Location); therefore as the planning authority,
they will be responsible for determining this application. The proposals are consistent with the current
designation of the Site as Business/General Industry/Storage and Distribution within the Midlothian Local
Plan 2008.

To assess the potential impacts of the Proposed Development, a model has been prepared showing the
range of likely footprints, heights and their location within the overall site. This has been used to provide
two indicative footprint options for the development to show how the proposed technologies could be
located on Site, Options A and B are shown in Figures 1.3 and Figure 1.4 respectively.

In summary, the proposed development will help deliver the Scottish Government's aspiration for a Zero
Waste Scotland within the Midlothian and Edinburgh area by operating alongside and complementing the
existing waste reduction, re-use and recycling activities of both Councils. It will be capable of accepting
230,000 tonnes per year of predominately, but not exclusively, Council collected household waste. The
proposed multi-technology development will significantly reduce the amount of residual waste that is
currently being sent to landfill by both of the local authorities.

2.0 Environmental Impact Assessment

Zero Waste: Edinburgh and Midlothian have commissioned SKM Enviros to undertake an Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA) of the proposals. The findings of the assessment are presented in an
Environmental Statement (ES) which accompanies this application, as required by the Town and Country
Planning (Scotland) Act 1987.

This document is a non-technical summary of the Environmental Statement that has been prepared to
support the planning application and covers all aspects of the Environment Impact Assessment (EIA) and
‘Planning Permission in Principle’ application process as well as providing a summary of the predicted
effects of the development.

The main purpose of the ES is to report on any potential environmental effects of the Proposed
Development. It describes the background to the project, a description of the Proposed Development and
the results of the specific studies which have been commissioned to establish the potential impacts a facility
might have on the environment.

The Non Technical Summary makes up the first document of the ES which is contained within three
separate volumes:

. Non Technical Summary of the Environmental Impact Assessment (this document);

. Volume | = Full Environmental Impact Assessment containing technical chapters and
supporting information in appendices; and

. Volume Il - contains figures and plans referred to in the text of Volume I.

A separate Site Assessment Report, a Supporting Planning Statement and a Transport Statement have also
been prepared to accompany the planning permission in principle (PPiP) application which are referred to in
this document.
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3.0 The Applicant

Zero Waste: Edinburgh and Midlothian is a project which has been set up by the City of Edinburgh and
Midlothian Councils in response to the Scottish Government's aim to make Scotland a zero waste society.

The contact address for the applicant is:

Zero Waste Team

City of Edinburgh & Midlothian Councils
Waverley Court

Level C.2

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

zerowaste@edinburgh.gov.uk
www.zerowastefuture.com

Whilst both Councils continue year on year to increase their recycling rates, a treatment facility is required
to deal with residual municipal waste and potentially food waste as an alternative to landfill. Residual
municipal waste is household and commercial waste collected by Councils which is left over after all
reasonable efforts have been made to reduce, reuse, recycle or compost it. The Proposed Development will
help deliver the Scottish Government's aspirations by operating alongside and complementing the extensive
existing waste reduction, re-use and recycling activities of both Councils.

4.0 Planning Permission in Principle

The application for the Proposed Development is for Planning Permission in Principle (PPiP). The purpose of
such an application is to establish whether the principle of developing a piece of land for a defined purpose
is acceptable without preparing detailed plans. If it is decided that a proposal is sensitive or classed as an
“EIA” (Environment Impact Assessment) development, details on the likely impacts are required before a
decision can be reached on the application. Therefore as part of the Proposed Development PPiP
application all likely impacts have been assessed as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment. As this is
only an outline of the potential development, the technologies that could be used and the layouts and
locations of the Proposed Development that have been assessed, are therefore indicative, i.e. they are
examples of what development could take place on site. Once the Councils have chosen a preferred
company to provide the Proposed Development, the waste company will then submit a detailed planning
application which will specify what exactly will be built and how it will look.

The Zero Waste Project is responsible for managing a process to identify a private waste treatment
company (or companies) who would provide and operate the waste treatment facilities. The successful
contractor will be the one that most meets the Councils’ requirements, including the Scottish Government’s
targets for recycling. Therefore the technologies for treating waste at Millerhill have not yet been
determined for certain. It is likely that these comprise all, or a combination of Mechanical Biological
Treatment (MBT), Energy from Waste (EfW) and Anaerobic Digestion (AD) at the proposed Site.
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The proposed Site is the former Millerhill Marshalling Yards, located 6 km south-east of Edinburgh City
Centre, near Millerhill Village (Figure 1.2). It extends to 20.3 hectares and was previously used as railway
sidings. The Site has not previously been subject to remediation work and as such, it is presently in a
disused, partly derelict state. The Site is currently accessed off Old Craighall Road from the south.

The proposed Site is located to the west of the live rail lines which form the eastern boundary. To the west
the Site is bounded by largely derelict land formerly occupied by Monktonhall Colliery, incorporating a
colliery spoil bing. Land directly to the south also forms part of the previous railway sidings. The wider
surrounding area mainly consists of farmland intersected by transport infrastructure and residential
development, mainly individual housing and smaller settlements. Major road networks in close proximity of
the site include the Al (which bounds the site to the north) and the A720 City Bypass (approximately 1.1km
to the south).

Residential properties in proximity to the Site include Wellington Farm (located approximately 550m south-
east of the Site boundary) and Whitehall Mains Farm (located approximately 10m to the north-west of the
Site boundary). Settlements in the surrounding area include Old Craighall (located approximately 1km to
the east of the Site boundary), Danderhall (approximately 1.5km to the west), Newton Village
(approximately 500m to the north), and Millerhill (approximately 600m to the south).

The Proposed Development is for a facility capable of processing around 230,000 tonnes per annum of
mainly, but not only, residual household waste.

The Proposed Development will comprise all or a combination of the following waste treatment options:
Mechanical Biological Treatment (MBT), Energy from Waste (EfW) (Combined Heat and Power Plant) facility,
and an Anaerobic Digestion (AD) Facility.

Options showing the range of likely footprints and their location within the overall site are shown in Figures
1.3 and 1.4. The options have been designed to accommodate the capacity; scale and combination of
facilities which may be developed on the Site during the detailed application stage and provide an indication
as to where the buildings could be located.

The Proposed Development will comprise a new access road into the site (which will be subject to a
separate planning application), a weighbridge for refuse vehicles, visitor centre, car park, and the various
waste treatment facilities.

All waste handling will take place within fully enclosed buildings designed to meet high modern waste
treatment standards. Waste going into the MBT will be sorted and screened to recover more recyclable
materials that may still remain in it. Then it will go through a biological or heat treatment stage which turns
it into a fuel and/or a compost-like material. Technologies commonly used for the biological treatment
stage include bio-drying?, in-vessel composting?® or anaerobic digestion®.

In the indicative solution, the fuel that has been produced would then be sent to the Energy from Waste
(EfW) facility which would convert the waste fuel, by burning it, into a useful energy in the form of heat
and/or electricity. The main EfW technology options available are gasification® pyrolysis® or incineration®

1 Bio-drying is the process by which biodegradable waste is rapidly heated through initial stages of
composting to remove moisture from a waste stream and hence reduce its overall weight.
2 In-vessel composting is an industrial form of composting biodegradable waste that occurs in enclosed
reactors.
3 Anaerobic digestion is a series of processes in which microorganisms break down biodegradable material
in the absence of oxygen, used for industrial or domestic purposes to manage waste and/or to release
energy.
4 Gasification is a method for extracting energy from many different types of organic materials.
5 Pyrolysis is the thermal decomposition of large molecules when heated in the absence of oxygen at
temperatures over 500 °C.
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technologies such as moving grate or fluidised bed. All of these technologies treat waste at high
temperatures. Gasification and pyrolysis produce a gas that can be used to generate energy.

Plants designed to produce both electricity and heat are referred to as Combined Heat and Power (CHP)
Plants. They generate electricity which can feed into the national electricity grid and steam or hot water
which can be distributed to surrounding properties as heat. The electricity produced from an EfW of the
proposed scale will produce in the order of 7.5 MW (net) of electricity depending on final technology. This
is about enough electricity to power 4,500 homes. The EfW will also result in metal and ash outputs which
can both be further recycled. In particular the ash can be used by the construction industry for breeze
blocks or road sub-base material.

Anaerobic Digestion facilities provide treatment for organic wastes including food waste. An AD process will
breakdown (digest) the organic waste in an enclosed oxygen free environment (tanks) and capture the
methane gas it produces which can be converted to energy. The waste becomes compost like material and
any separated liquid can be suitable for use as fertiliser.

The Proposed Development will be operational 24 hours seven days a week including both internal and
external operations. As noted above, it is anticipated that waste delivery and despatch will mainly take
place between 07.00 and 20.00 with reduced delivery taking place during night time hours.

Routine and non-routine maintenance operations within the buildings will take place as and when required.
Routine maintenance operations outside the building(s) will be scheduled to take place during the daytime
(delivery) hours and will only extend into the night time and/or weekends should this prove necessary to
maintaining the continuity of the process. Any non-routine maintenance and repair operations will be
undertaken as and when they arise.

Access to the Site for construction and during the operational phase will be achieved via a new priority
junction on Whitehill Road that will incorporate a new bridge, crossing the future Borders Railway. The
access route for the Proposed Development was assessed for suitability for both construction and
operational traffic. It is considered that the distributor roads, i.e. the A1, Newcraighall Road and the local
roads including Whitehill Road would be suitable to cater for the volumes and type of vehicles accessing the
Proposed Development. The proposed access route will be applied for through a separate planning
application.

Subject to grant of planning permission in principle (PPiP) and subsequent approvals, it is anticipated that
the construction of the Proposed Development will commence in late 2013/early 2014. A 24 months
construction programme is estimated at this stage, followed by a 2 months commissioning period. During
construction of the Site there will be approximately 150 workers on Site at any one time. Construction
would normally take place during the hours of 0700 to 1900 (Monday to Friday) and 0800 to 1300
(Saturday). Construction activities are unlikely to take place on Sundays and Bank Holidays and, if required,
any significant work outside of these hours would be with the prior consent of the local authority.

Prior to any construction activities taking place a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP),
will be drawn up and agreed with the Local Authority. The CEMP will define the specific mitigation measures
to be applied on-site, and will demonstrate application of the relevant pollution prevention guidelines. Due
consideration will be given when finalising the construction timetable to consider seasonal impacts such as
breeding birds.

6 Incineration is a waste treatment technology that involves the combustion of organic materials and/or
substances
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The range and significance of environmental issues likely to arise as a result of the Proposed Development
were identified during the formal scoping exercise. A request for a scoping opinion was presented to
Midlothian Council in September 2008. The Council formally issued its scoping opinion response on the 18"
November 2008. In addition to the statutory consultees identified and contacted by Midlothian Council, a
number of non-statutory consultees were also contacted by the project team. Where appropriate, the Zero
Waste Team and their appointed consultants also held meetings with key organisations and interested
persons, and welcomed comments and discussion on the proposals during the planning process.

Consultation was also undertaken with the local communities through a number of pre-application
consultation events where the Proposed Development was presented and feedback from attendees was
sought. Following these events, changes were made to the designs of the Proposed Development and the
scope of the EIA as appropriate.

As a result of the scoping and consultation exercise, landscape and visual effects, noise and vibration, air
quality/human health, ecology, geology, hydrology and hydrogeology, cultural heritage, socio-economic and
traffic and transport effects were identified as the key issues and all were assessed as part of the
Environmental Impact Assessment.

The impact significance criteria used for each assessment has been derived using the recognised best
practice for each specialist EIA topic heading.

Where an assessment has predicted potential environmental effects that are considered to be significant in
terms of the EIA Regulations, and where these are adverse, mitigation measures may be proposed in order
to reduce, remedy or offset significant environmental effects. Such mitigation can be applied through the
consideration of alternatives, physical design, provision of specific control equipment, project management,
operational, and/or other means.

Magnitude, sensitivity and significance are then re-assessed to determine the residual environmental
impacts of the Proposed Development following mitigation.

A summary of the main technical assessments and the predicted impacts is provided below.

An assessment of the landscape and visual impact of the Proposed Development has been carried out on
the Site and in relation to the surrounding area. Landscape impacts are described as changes within the
landscape both physically and in its perception. Visual impacts relate to how the development will
look. The landscape and visual impact assessment of the proposed development has been carried out over
an area up to 5km surrounding the site.

Potential Effects of the Proposed Development on the Landscape

The Site is situated on the south eastern outskirts of Edinburgh near Fort Kinnaird Retail Park and the
junction of the A1 and A720 City Bypass. It is located within the Musselburgh Prestonpans Fringe Landscape
Character Area (LCA) and the immediate landscape is farmland enclosed by hedge boundaries. To the west
of the site lies the now derelict site of the former Monktonhall Colliery. This area has been granted outline
planning permission for Shawfair, a new town development which has an associated Masterplan which
includes housing, office and industrial uses. The site of the Proposed Development is currently derelict
having formerly been in use as Marshalling Yards and now consists of mainly birch trees with some small
areas of grass, scrub and hard standing.

It is considered that the Proposed Development are compatible with the current landscape of the
Musselburgh Prestonpans Fringe (LCA). The siting of the Proposed Development is considered to be
appropriate to the flat low lying landscape and will fit in with the industrial developments and vertical
structures within the landscape.
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There will be significant effects upon the Danderhall Settled Farmland LCA which lies within the Green Belt,
adjacent to the site. The buildings and the chimney will be seen from much of the area within 2 km and
where visible will change the landscape by introducing a new feature and focal point.

This impact will be the same for both Site Layout Options.

Potential Effects of the Proposed Development on the view around the site

Computer generated Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) mapping indicates that the Proposed Development
will be visible over much of the 5km radius of the study area. However, this study didn’t take into account
existing vegetation or buildings. The hilly terrain, buildings and vegetation will block the view of the
Proposed Development particularly from the urban areas of Edinburgh, Musselburgh and Dalkeith.

There was little difference in the visual impact of the two different Indicative Site Layout Options (Figures
1.3 and 1.4).

Effects on five Gardens and Designed Landscapes (GDL) on Historic Scotland’s List of places of historical
importance were assessed within a 3km radius, as well as locally designated Areas of Great Landscape Value
(AGLV). It was concluded that the Proposed Development will be seen from Newton House GDL but this was
not from the core of the garden. Views of the Proposed Development from all the other locations are
generally limited, distant or do not occur at all.

The views from eight residential areas within the study area were assessed. The study found the Proposed
Development will be visible from Millerhill, Old Craighall and Newton Village. All these areas are within 1km
of the Proposed Development.

The Proposed Development will also be visible from sections of the A1. The A68 and A720 Edinburgh
Bypass, the East Coast Mainline and Edinburgh Crossrail were also assessed but were found not to be
affected.

Long distance footpaths and cycle routes within the study area were also assessed including the John Muir
Way and the Penicuik-Musselburgh Walkway. The John Muir Way runs from the Edinburgh City Council
boundary along the coast through East Lothian to the Scottish Borders — From Fisherrow Harbour through
Musselburgh, Prestonpans, Cockenzie, Port Seton, Aberlady, North Berwick, Dunbar finishing in Dunglass,
near the 'end' of the Southern Upland Way at Cockburnspath. The Penicuik — Musselburgh Walkway Runs
from Valleyfield Pond at Penicuik, alongside the River North Esk to Harper’s Brae, through mature
woodlands at Beeslack, through the Auchendinny Tunnel, through Roslin Glen to Bonnyrigg and onto
Dalkeith. The route then follows the River Esk towards Musselburgh. The Proposed Development will be
visible on sections close to Queen Margaret University.

The impact on five viewpoints, which were agreed with relevant consultees, such as Arthur’s Seat in
Edinburgh was also assessed. Assessment of the two Layout Options on these points concluded that
although there would be some minor variations between the two views, these would not alter the
assessment ratings which would remain constant between the two options. The assessment concluded that
the Proposed Development would be visible from the following viewpoints:

e  Viewpoint 1: Railway bridge over B6415 Old Craighall Road, Millerhill;
e  Viewpoint 2: Old Craighall; and
° Viewpoint 3: Medical Centre, Newton Church Road, Danderhall.

In conclusion, the landscape and visual assessment has established that the Proposed Development will
change the landscape and view.

Although there will be a change to the landscape and view in some areas, the Proposed Development will
not have a significant effect upon most of the study area. The proposed mitigation measures will help
reduce effects over time, such as the planting of trees around the site parameter to establish a natural
shield. The design and layout of the Proposed Development will take this into account.
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Acceptability of the Proposed Development

Any new development may potentially result in changes to the landscape and the appearance of the
locality. In the case of the Proposed Development, although some effects on landscape and views will exist,
in general the Proposed Development is considered acceptable.

It will be ensured that noise during the construction and decommissioning phases does not give rise to
unacceptable impact through the use of formal agreements with the Local Planning Authority, Midlothian
Council, to control noise. Such agreements are most likely to be made under Section 61 of the
Environmental Protection Act 1990. This approach is proposed as the detailed design of the plant is not yet
complete and details of the specific work methodology and plant type to be used during these phases is
unavailable.

The assessment of operational noise is based on a combination of measured noise levels and predictions
based on factors that could influence noise generation. The calculations have been undertaken using a
computational noise model (in this case, LIMA). LIMA is widely used in the UK and mainland Europe to
calculate noise levels using the relevant national methodologies for a variety of sources (roads, rail,
industrial and construction sites).

The nearest noise-sensitive receptors in the vicinity were identified in consultation with SEPA and
background noise monitoring was undertaken at these locations. Environmental Noise Criteria have been
derived based on these background noise monitoring data and relevant national guidelines.

The level of attenuation required to ensure that noise levels are below the derived Environmental Noise
Criteria has been specified in the form of an indicative mitigation package. The implementation of this
package, or an alternative package that leads to similar or lower noise levels at the receptors, will ensure
that operational noise from the Proposed Development will not give rise to disturbance of local residents.

The predicted impacts from increased noise on ecological receptors on the site and in the surrounding area
have been addressed within the ecology section of the Environmental Statement.

An air quality assessment was carried out to demonstrate the likely impact of a waste management facility
on air quality in the vicinity of the site. In order to do this, both options, which include three of the
following potential waste treatment technologies, were tested.

e Anaerobic digestion plant
. Mechanical and Biological Treatment plant
. Energy from Waste plant

The assessment comprised the following aspects:

. Investigation of current air quality levels;

. Evaluation and mitigation of the potential effects of dust emissions during the construction
phase.

. Evaluation of the potential effects of pollutants, odours and traffic emissions during the
construction and operational phases; and

e  Astudy of potential effects of emissions on nearby designated sensitive habitat sites;

Dust emissions during construction will be controlled through formal agreement with the local authority as
part of the construction management plan or equivalent. This will ensure any impacts are minimised, and
whilst there may be periods of short term disturbance, any impact is not likely to be significant.

The evaluation of traffic emissions concluded that there would not be a significant impact either during
construction or operation.

The results of the dispersion modelling study indicated that there would be no significant impact on human
health due to emissions to air. The potential effects on air quality were also tested at particular sensitive
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habitat points around the site but this also concluded there would not be a significant impact due to
emissions from the Proposed Development.

In summary, the results show if the Proposed Development is well designed and suitable mitigation
measures (including setting appropriate chimney heights) are put in place, there are unlikely to be any
significant impacts on air quality. On this basis, the site is a suitable location for a waste management
facility from the perspective of air quality.

10.5 Ecology

The ecological assessment considers the potential effects of the Proposed Development on the natural
environment — i.e. the flora and fauna of the site and its surroundings, on sites designated for their nature
conservation value and protected species.

The site currently consists of birch trees with some patches of thinly vegetated ground. The area does not
contain much flora.

A search was undertaken for notable / protected species. The site houses some common and widespread
nesting birds with particular concentrations along the western edge. A barn owl (a Schedule 1 species,
Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981) was seen on site but does not nest within the site boundary. The
assessment concluded that impacts would be low to negligible if mitigation measures are put in place to
reduce the risks to birds of having extra traffic on the site. In addition, as many of the trees as possible
should be preserved, in particular the established woodland to the north and south of the potential
development area.

The assessment also concludes that construction and operation activities (e.g. disturbance, pollution,
hydrology, etc) would be extremely unlikely to result in significant negative impacts on the ecology of the
site. Any ground investigation and construction activities will comply with restrictions relating to tree felling
during bird breeding season.

There are however some opportunities for making the Site more attractive to animals and birds by
minimising loss of buffering/surrounding woodland, increasing woodland edge habitat and by introducing
planting of native species of hedges and connections wherever possible.

10.6 Geology, Hydrogeology (underground water), Hydrology (surface
water) and Water Resources

The assessment identified areas of activity, particularly during construction that have the potential to
impact upon the water and ground features at or near the site. The Cairnie Burn, which is a tributary of the
River Esk, and a distributary of the Niddrie Burn were found to be at risk of being impacted by the
development. Water located beneath the ground surface (groundwater) was also found to be at risk.

The assessment focused on the potential for the development to alter water quantity and quality. The
assessment included a review of the contaminants already present in soils and groundwater as a result of
activity on the site previously as well as the potential for unstable ground (related to former mining
activities) to impact personnel.

Most of the potential impacts during all phases of the development were not deemed to be significant. This
was with the exception of the potential for both the unstable ground and existing contaminants within that
ground to impact upon personnel. To minimise the risks to personnel suitable mitigation measures have
been recommended. With regards to unstable ground this includes: no build zones where there are
identified abandoned shallow mine workings; further investigation during site preparation to attempt to
locate those shafts currently unidentified; and treatment of all uncovered shafts. All works on site will also
be carried out in accordance with standard health and safety procedures to ensure all existing contaminants
are contained and dealt with appropriately.

The potential for the water quality (specifically in relation to sediment) and water quantity of the Cairnie
Burn to be impacted was also found to be significant.

A flood risk assessment, carried out in conjunction with this wider assessment, concluded that there was
minimal risk of flooding at the site.
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Measures to deal with potential impacts include; appropriate sustainable urban drainage (SuDs) designs,
pollution control measures and further site investigation and monitoring of water bodies. With the
proposed mitigation in place, the assessment concluded that the development would not impact
significantly upon hydrological and geological features of the site.

An assessment of the potential impacts on items of cultural heritage in the vicinity of the Proposed
Development has been carried out. Cultural heritage includes archaeologically and historically important
structures, including relatively recent buildings, such as those associated with military or industrial history.

The assessment considered potential impacts resulting from the construction and potential ground-works
disturbance. Other potential impacts when the facility is operational were tested, particularly in relation to
the visibility of the Proposed Development. Documentation was studied and site visits undertaken in order
to identify elements that may be impacted and to gather information regarding their current condition.

The proposed development site was previously a marshalling yard. The construction of these marshalling
yards in the 1950s involved the deposition of substantial amounts of waste material. The extent of previous
ground works on the site is unknown, but it is probable that these would have removed or disturbed earlier
features that are recorded in the area, namely a farmstead, building and 18" century miners cottages and a
19" century bridge and railway. Although the site lies within an area with numerous recorded prehistoric
archaeological features, such as enclosures, pit-alignments and linear features, it is considered that the
potential for such assets to be present within the site is limited. This is based on the size of the proposed
development site, the absence of cropmarks in the immediate vicinity and the probability that the site has
been substantially disturbed by the construction of the marshalling yards in the past.

The proposed development lies in an area with numerous listed buildings and scheduled monuments. The
scheduled monuments are predominantly underground remains of Roman and prehistoric date. They are
not linked with other more visible features and consequently it is considered that they do not have a setting
that may be affected by the proposed development. The settings of the remaining scheduled monuments
within the study area should not be negatively impacted upon; the development will not be visible from
either the monuments in question or any other point that may be significant in the appreciation of its
setting. The development, although visible, will not substantively affect the setting of the monuments,
being seen in the context of numerous prominent modern structures, such as pylons and buildings in the
area. Potential impacts upon listed buildings are of no greater than minor significance.

It is concluded that the proposed development will have no significant impacts upon cultural heritage
assets.

A qualitative assessment was undertaken to consider the impact of the Proposed Development in terms of
employment, economic impact and community gains.

The assessment considered employment, business, tourism, and land-use issues in and around the
development of the Proposed Development, and provided comment where these are likely to be affected.

The assessment concluded that the overall impact from the Proposed Development would be positive,
providing employment for the local area and economic benefit (both direct and indirect).

The site is located to the southwest of the A1 Musselburgh Bypass, and is bounded by Whitehill Road to the
north and Old Craighall Road to the south. To the east of the site is a freight centre operated by D B
Schenker Rail UK and bounding the site to the west is farmland. The site will be accessed via Whitehill Road
with a new site access junction and access road constructed on its southern side.

The development is likely to generate up to 296 refuse vehicle movements per day to and from the
Proposed Development, the size of these vehicles will range from 17.8 tonne hook lift cleansing vehicles to
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1.6 tonne recycling vehicles. The above figure is based on the Proposed Development processing
approximately 230,000 tonnes of residual waste per annum.

There will also be additional traffic to the site during the construction period. It is proposed that
construction traffic would access the site via the proposed new access road.

Suitable access arrangements for the Proposed Development have been determined following a detailed
Access Study that considered four options. The study concluded that there should be a short term and long
term access option for the Proposed Development due to planned road network improvements in the
future. Therefore the existing road network will be used to provide an immediately available access route
to the site, with minor widening of Whitehill Road to provide an improved route to the site for vehicles. A
new access road will be required to connect Whitehill Road to the Site. This will be the subject of a separate
detailed planning application. This route will be used until the western half of the QMUC junction is
constructed, which will provide an opportunity to create an extension to Whitehill Road therefore providing
a direct route onto the bypass.

The combination of the volumes of traffic and the predicted peak hours of movements should not have any
significant impact on surrounding roads. In addition during the construction period, traffic will be carefully
managed with measures promoted to further minimise the potential impact on the local and strategic road
network, such as encouraging staff car sharing.

A construction traffic management plan will be agreed in consultation with Midlothian and the City of
Edinburgh Councils as required. This will address issues that could include hours of operation, construction
traffic routes and parking provision within the site.

The Proposed Development should not generate any significant adverse or negative effects associated with
traffic and transport related issues. The numbers of vehicles created are very low when compared with the
existing traffic volumes on the local road network. They are also not significant when compared with
recognised thresholds from the Guidelines for the Environmental Assessment of Road Traffic.

The environmental assessment process within this ES considered the potential for cumulative impact to
arise, as a result of the Proposed Development in conjunction with other developments within the vicinity of
the Site. This predicted that there are no predicted significant cumulative impacts as a result of the
Proposed Development.

Where potential for cumulative impacts has arisen this has been determined to either be not significant or
can be effectively mitigated against. The assessment of cumulative impacts has been conducted for all
relevant topic areas. These assessments have therefore concluded that the Proposed Development will not
cause significant cumulative impacts.

Economic activity is traditionally associated with the Site and its immediate vicinity. It is considered that the
Proposed Development is consistent with the area’s industrial heritage.

In summary the main conclusions of the environmental impact assessment are:

e Overall, the Proposed Development will change the appearance and nature of the area.
However, the effect of this development will be acceptable in terms of landscape character and
visual amenity;

e The Proposed Development will increase the existing noise in the area, however suggested
environmental noise limits will ensure that noise from the Proposed Development should not be
significant.

e The operation of the Proposed Development will not have any significant negative effects on air
quality.

e The effect of dust during the construction phase will be minimised through the use of different
techniques used to reduce its impact. During operation it is predicted that there will be no
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significant issues with regards to emissions of odour, bio-aerosols (airborne particles that may
have been released from a living organism) or dust.

The Proposed Development will not have a significant effect upon the natural environment;
When the Proposed Development are being built different techniques and innovative design will
ensure the development does not have a significant effect on surface water and groundwater
and takes account of the potential ground instability;

There is no significant effect upon the known historical landmarks and planning conditions will
address the issue of protecting any currently undiscovered ones should this occur;

It is expected that this development will give a boost to the local economy, with jobs being
created not only during construction and operation. The jobs created directly as a result of the
development would include around 100 - 150 (full time, equivalent) during construction and up
to 40 full time and permanent jobs during operation of the Proposed Development;

Existing traffic levels will not be significantly affected by construction traffic. Operational traffic
will have a minimal impact on the surrounding road network;

For the reasons listed above it is concluded that the Proposed Development will be acceptable in terms of
the predicted effects on the local community and the environment.
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11.0 Commenting on the Planning Application

The Environmental Statement and supporting documentation is available to view at the following locations
during the consultation process.

The Environmental
Council’s website:

Midlothian Council Planning Department, Midlothian House, Buccleuch Street,
Dalkeith, EH22 1DN Tel: 0131 270 7500.

Opening times

Monday to Friday 9.00am to 5.00pm

Zero Waste Team, City of Edinburgh & Midlothian Councils, Waverley Court, Level C.2,
4 East Market Street, Edinburgh, EH8 8BG, Tel: 0131 529 6276

Opening times

Monday to Thursday 9.00am to 5.00pm

Friday 9.00am to 3.15pm

Danderhall Library, 1a Campview, Danderhall, EH22 1QD, Phone: 0131 663 9293
danderhall.library@midlothian.gov.uk

Opening times

Monday : 10.00am - 7.30pm

Tuesday : 10.00am - 7.30pm

Wednesday: 10.00am - 1.00pm

Thursday : 10.00am - 7.30pm

Friday : 10.00am - 5.00pm

Statement and supporting documentation is also available to view at Midlothian

https://planning-applications.midlothian.gov.uk/OnlinePlanning/

This Non-Technical Summary of the Environmental Statement, in addition to supplemental project
information, is available to download from the following internet address:

http://www.zerowastefuture.com

Alternatively a copy of the Non-Technical Summary is available free of charge from:

Zero Waste Team

City of Edinburgh & Midlothian Councils
Waverley Court

Level C.2

4 East Market Street

Edinburgh

EH8 8BG

zerowaste@edinburgh.gov.uk

A CD of the Environmental Statement is also available at the address shown above.

Paper copies of the full Environmental Statement are available from the address above but are priced at
£250 each. Cheques should be made payable to Zero Waste: Edinburgh and Midlothian. Cash should not be

forwarded by mail.
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12.0 Making Representation to Midlothian Council

Any representations to the application should be made by writing, signing and dating the letter, and clearly
stating the grounds on which the objection/representation is made. Objections/representations must be
received by the Head of Planning within 21 days of the date of registration, or advertisement in the press,
whichever is the later. The representations should be sent to:

Head of Planning and Development
Midlothian Council

Midlothian House

Buccleuch Street

Dalkeith

EH22 1DN

Representations can also be lodged within the online planning portal operated by Midlothian Council
(http://www.midlothian.gov.uk//Topic.aspx?Topicld=147). The user simply has to search for the relevant
application and once on the Proposed Development page, select the comment button, complete the fields
as directed and press submit.

During consideration of the proposal, materially relevant additional information, such as comments from
statutory consultees, may also be generated. Midlothian Council may also formally request further
information from the Zero Waste team to supplement the Environmental Statement. If this happens,
further public notices will give advice on how this information may be viewed by members of the public and
how further representations may be made to the council on this material.
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