
Comments received on application for an Environmental Permit for 

Medipower Ltd 

001 

I object to the granting of any application for a Schedule 13 small waste incinerator by 
Medipower LTD. The amount of pollution potentially emitted, the almost certain noise from 
traffic and the working of the plant, the destructions of habitat and historical land, and the 
non-accordance to the green plan by Lewes District Council is why this application should be 
denied. The fact that a hotel has been given permission near this site should also be reason 
to deny this application by Medipower LTD. 
 
Newhaven is not, and should never be a dumping ground for polluting industries no one else 
wants. The mere acceptance of this application flies in the face of what the Lewes District 
Council itself is problematic and seemingly betrays the idea Newhaven is a "dumping 
ground". This cannot be allowed to continue and all applications like the Medipower LTD 
application should be blanket banned in future. 
 
Please reject this Medipower LTD application as this is not appropriate for a town of this 
size, for the area, and for the future development of Newhaven. 
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I object to this application for the following reasons: 
 
There is likely to be a great deal of noise, pollution and disturbance caused by the lorries 
carrying the waste to the plant. 
 
It seems wrong to place such a plant right beside part of the South Downs National Park and 
a poplar sandy beach.. 
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ref : Environmental Permit application by Medipower Ltd for waste incinerator in 
Newhaven 
 
I wish to lodge my objection to the granting of a permit for the purposes set out in this 
application. Having reviewed the documents associated with the application, I am not 
satisfied that the proposal meets the requirements set out in The Waste Incineration 
Directive issued by defra. The document “The installation of Medipower small waste 
incineration plant” focuses solely on the volume of non-hazardous waste material to be 
processed. However the Environmental Impact Assessment clearly states a mixed volume of 
non-hazardous and hazardous waste (up to 12 tonnes and 9.75 tonnes respectively per 
day). 
 
I therefore do not accept that the plant has the credentials required to properly protect the 
local environment or it’s inhabitants from adverse and potentially hazardous pollution. I 
believe that there is genuine threat from airborne pollutants impacting not only the immediate 
area, but given the nature of the prevailing wind, along the coast and inland across Seaford, 
East Dean and the surrounding villages. I do not accept that the proposal documents 
accurately or adequately respond to the additional requirements and issues surrounding 
hazardous waste incineration. 



 
Whilst I understand that there is some ambiguity about the need for careful monitoring of 
hazardous waste incineration below 10 tonnes per day, I think the rather cynical application 
for just shy of this amount should raise concerns with the authority, and therefore require 
more detailed investigation before a permit is considered. It is my assumption that skirting 
this volume so closely rather implies a high probability of operational breaches, which in and 
of itself would be extremely costly for the authority to monitor daily. 
 
I would be grateful to the authority to reject the application for this permit and recommend 
that the company in question seek a more suitable location, coupled with a more detailed 
and responsible application. 
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It is quite wrong to cosider any further development in the town particularly when it causes 
an increase in traffic and pollution. 
We already have severly congested roads and one poisonous waste incinerator and,frankly, 
we have had enough! 
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Dear Sir/Madam, 
I can safely assume decision makers in your committee don't reside in Newhaven town!? 
I would like to remind you that Newhaven ERF is an incinerator for the treatment of up to 
210,000 tonnes per annum of East Sussex's municipal solid waste, already exist. 
Perhaps it is the time to make equal distribution of incinerators in the Sussex  rather than 
make single place  Newhaven dumping ground for any kind of  waste that can be both toxic 
and carcinogenic. 
Newhaven have 13000 residents and by far most unattractive place to leave on the Sussex 
Coast. Money has been allocated for regeneration of the area, surely waste incinerator is not 
come under this category. 
We must create jobs and boost the local economy in ways that preserve the 
environment, improve quality of life , attract young families and professionals to the area . 
Instead of attracting manufacturing industries to the area where employment potential 
benefits could play positive role to regeneration of the town , you considering  another waste 
incinerator. 
If that is the case,  you should consider to relocate Newhaven residents out of the town and 
rename whole area "NEWHAVEN INDUSTRIAL TOWN". 
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I am writing to outline some concerns regarding this application. 
 
Although promoting itself as a "clean technology", my concerns are: 
 - there is very little research in to gasifcation systems and environmental impact.  Research 
that has been carried out is by companies that stand to gain financially and are more likely to 
put a positive spin on data collected.   
 
This is an incinerator and it's activity constitutes waste management rather that "Port 
Activity" - this area has not been safeguarded for waste and contravenes core policy 4:  This 
puts too much concentration on Newhaven's in terms of making us a centre for waste 
management.  It is not in keeping with the strategy to:  "stimulate and maintain a bouyant 
and balanced local economy through regeneration fo the coastal towns... ensuring that the 
economy is underpinned by a balanced sector profile." - Given the size of town, further 
waste management will not engender a "balanced sector profile". 
 
Proximity to residential areas: The buffer zone includes part of the residential area of Fort 
Road (approximately 800 feet away from the site) which raises safety issues.The map of the 
"industrial area" in the Environmental impact assessment is not accurate. The Bevan Funnel 
building has had planning approved for over 100 homes and there has been planning 
approved for dwellings in Beach road / transit road area. 
 
 
Information in the following presentation by 
ECN  https://www.ecn.nl/publications/PdfFetch.aspx?nr=ECN-L--12-064  states that Typical 
gas slip of engines is approximately 1%. So exhaust gas will contain also the unburned 
hydrocarbons (including benzene) and CO that are present in the producer gas.  This was 
produced in 2012 - I would like to see confirmation that this issue has been addressed by 
any newer technological developments applied to this plant. 
 
Although this may be a lower emissions technology, I  nevertheless have concerns about the 
cumulative impact on the air quality in the area.  I am particularly concerned about the 
potential impact on nearby bird species.  The area is in close proximity to the nature reserve 
/ Tidemills area which is an area of ornithological interest and includes protected 
species.  Birds have particularly high sensitivity to gas emissions and therefore given that 
this is using a newly developed technology, I feel thtat there should be caution taken in 
approving permits for technologies for which there has been very little study in terms of 
environmental impact of wind blown emissions.  There also needs to be expert and 
independent consultation to ascertain any potential risks to this and other nearby wildlife in 
the conservation area. 
 
The risk assessment states that the standards exceed European standards.  I am 
nevertheless concerned about the cumuulative effect on local air quality alongside the traffic 
that will come from 1000 + houses to be built in the area and existing traffic, industrial and 
shipping emissions: Recent research has shown that there are no safe air pollution levels, 
and local aurthorities need to be looking ahead at this, rather than settling for minimum 
standards if they are to avoid longterm costs to public health:  Air Pollution and Mortality in 
the Medicare Population — NEJM.  Research shows that the most vulnerable groups in the 
population are also the worst affected by the effects of air pollution, and therefore this also 
needs to be considered in the context of Equality Duty for local authorities.  Newhaven is 
identified in the JSNA scorecards as an area of disadvantage and poorer health outcomes in 
relation to other areas of East Sussex. 
 

https://www.ecn.nl/publications/PdfFetch.aspx?nr=ECN-L--12-064
http://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMoa1702747
http://www.nejm.org/doi/full/10.1056/NEJMoa1702747
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I would like to object to this application, although it does appear to fall follow clean, green 
practises far more than most industrial proposals for Newhaven, I am concerned about the 
combined effects of new and existing businesses (Veolia incinerator and all companies on 
the North Quay, Ripley's  scrap yard, even shipping emmisions) along with the terrible 
pollution in and around the AQMA of the town centre. The potential combined effects are 
totally ignored in a small own only that is only four square miles in size. 
The East Quay is very close to the existing/ planned new residential and leisure areas of the 
Fort Road and West Quay areas,:in fact NPP themselves objected to the proposed new 
hotel/housing in Beach Road on the grounds that it was 'within' an industrial area, and that is 
further away than the Fort Road housing. 
Additionally I feel that even allowing a green-ish waste disposal company onto the East 
Quay sets a precedent for other waste disposal companies to set up on an area which is not 
safeguarded by the local Waste and Minerals plan. 
There seems to be a noticable conflict between the two main directions of the plans for 
registration, where I don't see how industrial and residential/ leisure can exist so closely 
together, especially given the limited size and unique geography of Newhaven. 
Finally lessons need to be learned from past short sighted planning mistakes such as the 
ring road which has created a large proportion of the problems Newhaven ( and your own 
regeneration plans) now faces. 
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I would like to voice my concerns about the Medipower Ltd. application for an environmental 
permit for a small waste incineration plant in Newhaven, actually the two plants they 
propose.  
  
Presently in our modern times we are moving towards a more caring attitude towards the 
underprivileged in our society. We focus on equal opportunities and equal sharing in all 
areas of our lives. The Medipower Ltd. application goes completely against this trend. 
Newhaven already has one working incinerator and the final proposal is to add two more. 
What other districts are available to share these necessary, yet unpleasant aspects of our 
modern life? Why take an area which is already not so attractive and in need of regeneration 
and make it even less pleasant? Waste disposal sites should be shared equally and not 
concentrated in already worse off areas. I understand that siting this facility in what is not 
such a nice area might be thought of as making not a lot of difference. However it might not 
make much difference now but it will affect the future of the area. By giving a permit for this 
facility now you will be determining and diminishing the future of Newhaven. I therefore 
oppose granting this permit. 
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I am writing to object to the application from Medipower Ltd for a permit for a small waste 
incineration plant at Newhaven Port. I understand that such waste needs to be disposed of 
but I object in particular to siting the incinerator in Newhaven, close to a residential area and 
with the possibility of hazardous pollution carried across to the Seaford Bay area by the 
prevailing south westerly winds. 
  
I consider the application to be presented in a particularly misleading way.  The full proposal 
(as can be seen from the Environmental Impact Assessment) is for a staged installation of 
two plants, one processing non-hazardous waste and the other hazardous waste. This 
present application is only for the first plant converting non-hazardous waste, with no 
mention of the other plant in the main body of the text. I would urge that this application 
should not be considered in isolation but in the context of the full two plant proposal. If the 



first is given the go-ahead it will be harder to refuse the second. In fact even the non-
hazardous waste is known as “offensive waste - non-clinical waste that’s non-infectious and 
doesn’t contain pharmaceutical or chemical substances, but may be unpleasant to anyone 
who comes into contact with it. The combined two plants proposed would use 12 tonnes of 
non-hazardous clinical waste at 9.75 tonnes of hazardous clinical waste per day. There 
would be around two deliveries of non-hazardous waste and up to ten deliveries of 
hazardous waste per day.  
  
Given that Newhaven already has one incinerator and air quality issues, the addition of 
these two new incinerators and the additional traffic resulting from their operation would 
cause further harm and go against any plans to rejuvenate the area with additional hotel 
space and housing. Indeed the Seaford Bay area also would be under threat from the 
possibility of hazardous pollution – a region where the Seafront Development Plan has 
recently been adopted to improve the area and increase tourism. 
  
I appreciate the potential need for these facilities but would question locating them in the 
proposed location. A more isolated area but with good transport facilities should be 
considered.  I urge you not to grant this environmental permit to operate a medical waste 
incinerator in Newhaven. 
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So Medipower Ltd.alias NPP would like to increase the pollution in  
Newhaven by having an incineration plant would they?Apart from the 
Gases produced,there is delivery of the waste and removal of 
Bottom Ash or Sinter as it is called.This alone will add hundreds of 
H.G.V's to the already crowded road system.Please do not quote 
Business or job creation,it will not produce any for Newhaven or its 
Community,only NPP. 
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I would like to register my objection to this application on the following grounds: 
 
1)Such a medical waste incinerator is not a harbour related activity.  
2)There would be a significant increase in traffic which would add to the already serious 
congestion problems.  
3)Air quality is already an issue in Newhaven due to the volume of traffic that currently 
exists. Increasing the amount of traffic is only likely to worsen air quality not only because of 
additional volume but also because of the likelihood of further static pollution resulting from 
more gridlocked traffic.  
In addition, the burning of waste, a considerable proportion of which would be hazardous, is 
likely to have an adverse effect on air quality, and with prevailing winds and the proximity of 
the proposed incinerator to residential property this could seriously impact on the health of 
local residents.  
4)Accidental discharge of contaminated water from the incinerator's washing process could 
seriously affect the marine environment as well as local ground water and wildlife.  
 
I urge you to reject this application and refuse the permit as it is not an appropriate use of 
port land and for the reasons given above.  
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I am e-mailing to express my objection to the application for a permit to operate a medical 
waste incinerator in Newhaven. The incinerator would not only be a visual eyesore on the 
landscape but it is not in keeping with the plans to regenerate Newhaven with low impact 
green industry. It will create more traffic to an already congested area and only create a 
worse image for Newhaven causing detriment to it's regeneration. Please do not grant this 
licence, Newhaven needs to be supported in the plan to create green jobs. 
 

015 

As a resident of Newhaven I write to formally register my objection to the application to build 
an incinerator in newhaven harbour.  
 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area 
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My family and I wish to register our strongest opposition to the above -mentioned Plan for 
the following reasons:-  
 
1) it would add to the "despoilation"  of the precious supposedly "protected" Tide Mills area, 
already under threat from the proposed Brett Aggregates Plan 
 
2) it would generate yet more air pollution than that already suffered (as caused by both the 
present large incinerator and the incessant very heavy traffic along the A259  road between 
Brighton and Eastbourne ) 
 
3) the above would add yet more traffic to the mix - where does the medical waste involved 
originate from?  If not from Newhaven, then why should Newhaven have to deal with it !? 
Surely it should be disposed of  near to its source ?! 
 
4) over the decades, our smaller coastal towns such as Newhaven and Peacehaven seem to 
have been viewed merely as convenient "dumping-grounds"  for anything not wanted by the 
larger connurbations such as Brighton and Hove and Eastbourne, including their "over-spill" 
populations , despite the fact that we have very few amenities (even the ones we do have 



are fast disappearing!!)and complete lack of the basic infrastructure needed to help us cope 
with the onslaught ! 
 
5) despite the above, the residents of our small coastal towns are among the highest-
charged Council-tax payers in the whole of East Sussex !! - as the old saying goes "He who 
pays the Piper calls the Tune"  sadly, this rarely (if at all !!)  seems to apply in East Sussex !! 
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I would like to object to the above planning application on the following grounds, 
 

1. Traffic - Newhaven and the surrounding A26, A27 and A259 are already congested. 
Newhaven One Way System is already an Air Quality Management Area and 
emissions breach legal limits. 

2. Visual Impact- The proposed building will have a negative impact on the iconic views 
from Newhaven Fort, Seaford, Seaford Head and the South Downs National Park at 
Tide Mills. 

3. Leisure and quality of life - Neither tourists nor locals will want to go to a beach that is 
dominated by heavy industry.  

4. Health and wellbeing - No health impact assessment has been included with the 
application; no assessment of industrial and traffic pollution, resulting in reduced 
leisure opportunities and potentially impact our home lives. 

5. Clean and Green vision-Newhaven already has one totally out of scale incinerator, 
another is just not what the town needs. 

6. Beach habitat- East Beach ‘vegetated shingle’ is Internationally recognised, 
important for wildlife, and lies within the ‘Living Coast’ UNESCO Biosphere area.  

7. Community- Many local people already feel ignored by East Sussex County Council. 
Newhaven should not be a dumping ground for industry that other areas will not 
accept. 

  
I would ask Lewes District Council to consider very carefully my objections and to reject the 
application outright. 
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1.        NON HAZARDOUS OR HAZARDOUS? 
  
            The above application refers to non hazardous medical waste. 
            The Environmental Impact Assessment clause 1.1.3 refers to up to 9.75 tonnes of 
hazardous waste. 
            Clause 4.2.2 of the same assessment states non hazardous and hazardous. 
  
2.        AMOUNT OF WASTE? 
            The above application refers to 12 tonnes of non hazardous waste per day. 
            The Environmental Impact Assessment clause 1.1.3 refers to a maximum of 21.75 
tonnes per day. 
            The Operational Details – How the system will operate clause 3 refers to 10 tons 
(sic) per day plus 10 additional tons (sic) on Mondays and Thursdays. 
  
  
3.        NUMBER AND HEIGHT OF STACKS? 
  



            The Environmental Impact Assessment Figure A 1.2 shows one flue 2.5m above the 
roof apex. 
            Clause 3.7.2 of the same assessment refers to two stacks. 
            The Operational Details – How the system will operate clause 6 Section A-A shows 
one flue 4m above the roof apex. 
  
4.         OBJECTIONS 
  
The above anomolies are clearly a worry in that if the supposed experts cannot get the 
application correct how will they run and maintain the plant correctly. 
By referring to standards regarding emissions it would appear that a certain amount of 
noxious fumes would be emitted and with the prevailing wind being South Westerly these 
fumes would be blown across to Bishopstone and Seaford. What effect would this have as 
nothing is mentioned in the Environmental Impact Assessment? 
Although the amount of additional traffic would not be substantial it nevertheless would 
exacerbate the traffic congestion already experienced around Newhaven. 
This application is yet another one that would treat Newhaven as a dumping ground and is 
neither clean nor green. 
  
I therefore strongly object to this application and trust that the go ahead will not be given 
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I strongly object to the following planning application on the following grounds: 

The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 

medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 

Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 

each day. 

Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 

already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 

itself. 

Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 

hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 

our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 

Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 

knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 

gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 

westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 

Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 

process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 

what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 

the local area could be devastating. 

Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 

incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 

by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 

streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 



Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 

Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 

This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 

Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused 
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I vehemently wish to object to the proposed development in Newhaven of the Medical waste  

Incinerator. The implications of this disastrous proposal are almost too many to measure 

and frankly it is indefensible to suggest otherwise. 

The idea that our gridlocked roads to and from Newhaven could stand the increase of HGV 

traffic and pollution Delivering potentially hazardous waste in built up social housing before 

you consider the horrific Scenario if there was a accident - spillage etc. 

The environmental impact of the chimney even with modern exhaust wash technology does 

not guarantee safe emissions, there can be no knowing what exhaust gases might be 

emitted. There is reliable evidencethreat the exhaust gases from incinerating hazardous 

medical waste can be toxic. Given we have a a prevailing south westerly wind any airborne 

pollution would be dispersed across Tide mills and Seaford. This fall out will be devastating 

to surrounding areas which are areas of outstanding beauty and towns that keep the local 

economy afloat. 

Ash residues after incineration may still be hazardous if not processed and would require 

transportation off site again adding to an already gridlocked road system and further 

pollution. 

In a highly residential area a Medical waste incinerator such as proposed here is utterly 

inappropriate and the application for it should be refused. 
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Yet another construction involving waste management being “dumped” in Newhaven.  
 
Emissions to air: “Emissions including particulate matter exceed European standards”. The 
results: “Nuisance - dust on cars, clothing, and so on”.  This is already a hazard we have 
from the current incinerator.  My car is constantly covered in dust particles which means we 
breathe this in all the time. We don’t need any more here. 
 
The wind blown smell can be horrendous at times – which, by the time you get to make 
comment, of course it has passed. You can guarantee there will be smells emitting from this 
establishment. 
 
Traffic – one lorry plus 2 occasionally means guaranteed more than that once it gets 
established.  And no, the surrounding roads cannot take any more – the number of times it 
takes me over 20-30 minutes to get from Seaford to Newhaven is beyond acceptable. The 
centre of Newhaven regularly has traffic backing up past the Denton roundabout, sometimes 
several times in one day. Plus the lorries picking up ash – no comment on the number and 
frequency of these lorry journeys. Will these lorries be sealed and where are they going? Are 
all these lorry trips going to be up and down the A26 or along the coast road? Will we then 
see an extension to the service to include waste coming in by sea? 
 
How many more antisocial constructions have to be approved for operation in 
Newhaven.  Once again we become the dumping ground of the south east. 



 
I object to this application most strongly. 
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I wish to object in the strongest terms to the above planning application for a medical waste 
incinerator plant at Newhaven Quay. Newhaven already suffers from poor air quality and 
pollution and this would only add to that. Newhaven also already has an incinerator and in 
spite of assurances that emissions are within safe limits, as someone who lives upwind from 
it, I can confirm that on windless days when the clouds are low or when it has broken down, 
its polluting emissions are very evident by the strong unpleasant smells which burn the eyes 
and throat even with all the windows and doors shut and also by the constant film of black 
grime on the windows.  
 
I also wish to draw your attention to the promised regeneration of Newhaven and its position 
as gateway from Europe to the South Downs National Park. An incinerator on the Quay is 
hardly an appropriatesite sight to greet Tourists, nor is it an appropriate neighbour for the 
new hotel or the existing homes, nursery and other businesses in that area. Please refuse 
this application and allow Newhaven to enjoy some genuine investment rather than treating 
us as Lewes' rubbish tip. 
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To whom it may concern 

I strongly object to the granting of an environmental permit to Medipower to operate a 

medical waste incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. 

These are my reasons: 

1) Traffic gridlock and air pollution. The environmental impact assessment within the 

proposal documents states that the medical waste incinerator would operate seven days a 

week and would expect non hazardous and hazardous medical waste deliveries daily. There 

would also be HGV's removing ash residue. This would add significant traffic and HGV lorry 

activity on already gridlocked roads which are totally unsuitable for such heavy and constant 

traffic . Air quality issues in Newhaven already breach regulation levels and this would add 

significantly to this air pollution at a time when we need to be reducing air pollution.  There is 

also the possible air pollution issue when medical waste is incinerated. Toxic gases can be 

emitted. The prevailing wind is in a south westerly direction which would directly affect 

Newhaven and surrounding areas such as Tide Mills, Denton, Bishopstone and Seaford. 

2) Human health suffers from HGV exhaust gases and significant air pollution further putting 

pressure on our very stretched health services. 

3) Ground water contamination.How would contaminated water resulting from the exhaust 

washing process be disposed of , should any leakage or spillage occur contaminated water 

would enter the local ground water. 

4) Suitability.Such an incineration plant is not harbour related and should not be sited within 

Newhaven Harbour, Newhaven or the surrounding area.  



5) Regeneration:Looking at regeneration of Newhaven and encouraging tourism, this would 

kill any chance of tourism and the regeneration urgently needed. 

6) Wildlife and natural habitats. These are very fragile. Lets not destroy them by air pollution 

and contaminated water. 

These are my strong reasons for objecting to this development receiving an environmental 

permit. 

024 

I wish to register my opposition to plans to create a medical waste disposal facility in 
Newhaven.  As a resident of Seaford I am deeply concerned about:  The Environmental 
Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this medical waste incinerator 
would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single Non Hazardous Medical 
Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries each day.  Given the 
traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that already breach 
regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in itself.  Then 
there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be hazardous. 
Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through our already 
congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated.  Even with 
modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no knowing 
what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust gases 
from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south westerly 
winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford.  Also, what 
then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing process. 
How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage what might 
happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on the local 
area could be devastating.  Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still 
be hazardous if the incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be 
removed from site by further road transport, again transported through our already 
congested and polluted streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally 
disposed of.  Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not 
be sited within Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential 
area.  This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator 
within Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused.  
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I wish to register my opposition to plans to create a medical waste disposal facility in 
Newhaven. 
 
As a resident of Seaford I am deeply concerned about: 
 
The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 



Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 
This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 
Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused. 
 

026 

I am writing to formally object to the proposed plans to build a medical waste incinerator at 
Newhaven Harbour. 
There are a number of reasons why I believe that this should not be permitted. 
It appears to be believed by the council that any and every unpleasant industry should be 
sited in Newhaven with little regard paid to the residents who seem to be regarded as 
second class citizens. 
 
The traffic through the town is now virtually gridlocked throughout the day and will only get 
worse with all the new housing that is to come.  
Any industry that will increase  traffic flow will cause even more problems and no provision is 
being made for the bottle neck through the town. 
AIr quality in Newhaven is already poor and breaching regulations -- the gases from this 
plant will contribute to this. 
There is no logical reason why this should be placed in the harbour- it is not harbour related. 
I do not believe adequate research has taken place as to the risk of leakage of contaminated 
water, or the effects of ash residue and the spread of airborne contamination   
 
Newhaven must no longer be considered the poor relation on which everything can be 
dumped. 
 
Perhaps it could be built in Lewes instead?  
 

027 

I wish to object to this application.  I live in Seaford.  My grounds for objecting are: 
The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 



Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process? How would that be treated or disposed of? Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water? The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 
This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 
Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused. 
 

028 

We have the Viola incinerator which despite claims must produce some noxious gases as 
noted by the increase in sore throat and coughs in the area. Medipower incinerator will add 
to pollution along with the dust from proposed Brett concrete works.  We already get salt, 
dust and natural pollution plus the Viola incinerator pollution as deposited on our windows 
and cars so anymore will be a real health hazard to all residents in the surrounding area. 
Why not use  Dungeness or less populated area? 
 

029 

Would you please register my objection to the proposed waste incineration plant (Medipower 
Ltd) at Newhaven. 
 
My reasons for objecting are: 
 
1  There would be a considerable increase in traffic and associated pollution in what is 
already a congested area; 
2  Incineration of medical waste (12 tonnes per day, 7 days a week) must create the 
potential for serious air pollution in an area which often fails to meet air quality standards; 
3  The spread of polluted air beyond Newhaven into Tide Mills, Seaford and the National 
Park will have a detrimental effect upon residents and visitors alike; 
4  Newhaven is trying to shake off the image of being a dumping ground for schemes such 
as this - ie: the waste incinerator, scrap metal pile, etc. - and this application would be 
another blow to the towns recovery. 
 

030 

To whom it may concern. 
 
I hope this email finds you well. It has been brought to my attention today that there have been 

plans submitted to Lewes District Council by Medipower to build a ‘Small’ Medical waste 
combustion plant in Newhaven. First of I very strongly object to this proposal. I am a resident 
of Seaford and care about the health of it’s residents and the residents of the surrounding 
area who would be directly effected by this incineration plant construction.. I also fail to see 
who the burning of 12 tonnes of ‘Non-hazardous’ waste A DAY could be described as a 
small operation. Also when it comes to the fine and ultra fine particles that will be produced 



by this plant daily there is no such thing as Non-Hazardous. these particles will enter the 
body of ever man woman and child in the surrounding area and cause server health 
problems and add to the health issues already suffered by the residents such as 
asthma. These fine particulates are produced by combustion processes and are emitted in 
large quantities by incinerators.  

 
After  researching the effects of any incinerator I came across a study produced by Dr Jeremy 

Thompsonand Dr Honor Anthony in 2008 on behalf pf the British Society for Ecological 
Medicine. Although this is nearly 10 years ago the authors note that now things are 
actually worse than first feared. I break down some of their finding below 

 
•Residents living the surrounding area of a medical incinerator will have a higher risk of cancer 

and also birth defects.  
 
•Although safety measures are in place to avoid acute toxic effect the risk of pollutants entering 

food chains causing chronic illnesses is not safe guided against.  
           
•There is a 76% increase in cardiovascular and 83% increase in cerebrovascular mortality in 

woman exposed to high revels ( 12 tonnes a day) of fine particles 
 
•Higher levels of fine particulates have been associated with an increase in asthma. These fine 

particles are produced by the combustion process and in large quantities by incinerators 
 
•Toxic metals within items burnt can accumulate in the body and cause a range of emotional and 

behavioural problems in children such as autism, dyslexia, ADHD and within adults can 
result in violence, dementia, depression and Parkinsons disease. 

          
•The study also points out that Incinerators presently contravene basic human rights as stated by 

the United Nations Commission on Human Rights, in particular the Right to Life under the 
European Human Rights Convention, but also the Stockholm Convention and the 
Environmental Protection Act of 1990. The foetus, infant and child are most at risk from 
incinerator emissions: their rights are therefore being ignored and violated. 

 
We would also have to consider the smell from the incinerator. The effect this would have on local 

business. Tourism, not to mention house prices in the area. The nearest residential 
properties being a bear 250m from the site. The effect would be  very negative. Although the 
money maybe from Medipower at first would be tempting in the long run the effect on the 
areas financial security would be very damaging. The lorries transporting this waste (158 
movements a week)  would be also be very detrimental as they would cause extra traffic, 
noise pollutions and their own toxic pollution. 

 
All this would directly effect all in the local area. There is in fact a nursery very close to the site 

that Medipower want to build this incinerator and another 15 in the surrounding area, not to 
mention the numerous schools, swimming pools, libraries, parks. The list goes on 
and everything and everybody would be effected negatively should the incinerator be built 
and consume is 12 tonnes a day of waste. 

 
The list of possible effects caused by any plant failure in Medipowers’ ‘Operational failure mode 

affect analysis’ makes for terrifying reading. Within the Risk Assessment form it is stated that 
Emissions to air dust particles could cause “Nuisance dust on cars and clothing, and so on”. 
And so on!. What does this mean?. Most likely “and so on” refers to our internal organs. 

 
The effect on local wildlife could be very bad. The Impact assessment states that The South 

Downs National Park is just 0.4km from the incinerator. Again the effect on tourism and 
allowing residents to enjoy a walk in the area they love so much would be very negative.  



 
The report even admits there would be a health and safely issue to the plant. Item 4.2.3 states 

that ‘ Handling and processing will be fully automated to minimise health and safety issues’. 
The use of the word minimise confirms that there will be health and safety issue to the 
incinerator. 

 
Point 4.4.1 sates "There exist a number of issues which are covered by other regulatory regimes 

and waste planning authorities should assume that these regimes will operate effectively. 
The focus of the planning system should be on whether the development itself is an 
acceptable use of the land and the impacts of those uses, rather than any control processes, 
health and safety issues or emissions themselves where these are subject to approval under 
other regimes. " 

 
 
In conclusion I and my family strongly object to the proposed building of a medical waste 

Incinerator by Medipower in Newhaven and I prey that as the representatives on the people 
of Lewes county that you will care enough about the future of the county and it’s inhabitants 
both now and in the future and you will reject the application. 
 

031 

Comments on Application for an environmental permit for a small waste incineration 
plant – Medipower Ltd 
 
The introduction to this application states that Medipower Ltd has applied to operate a small 
waste incineration plant to dispose of 12 tonnes of non-hazardous waste a day. 
This is a disingenuous and clearly misleading opening statement for a project with such an 
important potential impact on the town of Newhaven and the surrounding environs. The 
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), Para 1.1.3, clearly states; 
The proposal is for the staged installation of two plants each generating 1.4 mW / hour of 
thermal energy and 250 kW / hour of electrical energy. The plants will convert a maximum of 
21.75 tonnes of clinical waste feedstock per day, with one plant utilising up to 12 tonnes of 
non hazardous clinical waste, and the other up to 9.75 tonnes of hazardous clinical waste. 
A proposal to dispose of both non-hazardous and hazardous waste does not fit with the 
stated Newhaven Enterprise Policy of; ‘Clean, Green and Marine’. It is in fact the complete 
opposite and intended to transport a daily total of 21.75 tonnes of waste, including 
hazardous waste, into Newhaven along routes close to residential areas. 
The plant will generate approximately 22 additional vehicle movements a day along already 
congested routes into and through Newhaven. This includes 10 movements of ‘Luton’ type 
vans containing hazardous waste in ‘wheelie bins’. Mention is made of the non-hazardous 
waste being carried in HGV vehicles travelling in a ‘westerly direction’. This is assumed to be 
the A26(T) from Newhaven to Beddingham due to the weight restriction at Exeat Bridge. No 
mention is made on the routing of hazardous waste, that is not subject to the same weight 
restriction. Is it intended to transport this along the congested A259, a road that has a much 
higher density of traffic and significant residential ribbon development? 
It is intended that the non-hazardous waste will be transported by HGV lorries utilising  
a ‘tipper trailer with sheeting system’. This is a system currently used by lorries travelling 
along the A26(T) to the Newhaven incinerator operated by Veolia Ltd. It is widely 
commented upon that the lorries on their way to Newhaven incinerator are responsible for 
depositing large amounts of litter along the A26(T). It is easy to observe the litter blowing off 
the tops of apparently sheeted lorries as they travel from Beddingham to Newhaven. This 
proposal will add non-hazardous clinical waste to the verges and hedgerows that are already 
frequently awash with paper, cardboard and plastic waste. 
As part of the application there is a very superficial risk assessment. This assessment states 
that in the event of fire any waste within the system would be ‘sealed’. It goes on to imply 



that for this reason any water used to extinguish the fire could not be contaminated. This 
offers no explanation as to how it is intended to deal with any fire occurring or spreading into 
‘sealed waste’ if not by water. In the event this ‘high level’ risk assessment is incorrect and 
water will come into contact with waste products then there appears to be no provision made 
in the application for a bund wall to contain the water. 
 

032 

As residents of Newhaven, we strongly object to this plan.  This area surely is designated for 
clean, green industries and this certainly will not be.   
 
This will create more traffic on our already busy roads, more escape of potentially harmful 
dust into our atmosphere and another ugly building blotting the landscape. 
 
Residents of Newhaven are aware that more jobs are needed, but surely this is not the way 
to go.  Would Lewes like this built in their town - we doubt it.  You have history and beauty in 
your town and so does Newhaven so please, please resist the temptation to allow this to 
happen and encourage some good high tech, green and clean businesses into the town. 
 

033 

Very concerned about medical waste incinerator proposal. I oppose it. Totally.  

034 

The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate 7 days a week and would expect a single non-
hazardous medical waste delivery and up to 10 HAZARDOUS medical waste deliveries each 
day. 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which appear to be expected to be hazardous. 
Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through our already 
congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney it is unclear gases 
might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust gases from incinerating 
hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south westerly winds any 
airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. My home town is 
Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process? How would that be treated or disposed of? Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water? The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 
This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator 
within Newhaven or surrounding area must surely be refused. 
Please consider regenerating the harbour and town with relevant industry to include tourism, 
retail, restaurants. 
 



035 

I see that Medipower wish to install a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. 

The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate 7 days a week and would expect a single non-
hazardous medical waste delivery and up to 10 HAZARDOUS medical waste deliveries each 
day. 

Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 

Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which appear to be expected to be hazardous. 
Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through our already 
congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 

Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney it is unclear gases 
might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust gases from incinerating 
hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south westerly winds any 
airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. My home town is 
Seaford. 

Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process? How would that be treated or disposed of? Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water? The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 

Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 

Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 

This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator 
within Newhaven or surrounding area must surely be refused. 

Please consider regenerating the harbour and town with relevant industry to include tourism, 

retail, restaurants. 

036 

I wish to add my protest to the application of a Medical Waste Incinerator. 
 
It is unthinkable to think about such a thing so close to Tidemills which is used by families 
during the summer and with a prevailing south westerly will head towards Bishopstone and 
on to Seaford.    Tidemills having so much nature, birds and green areas, all of which we 
should be protecting.  Also any wastage going into harbour water again polluting the marine 
life. 
 
Please don't turn Newhaven into a dumping ground for industrialisation, find areas for these 
applications in more out of the way areas. 

037 

I wish to object, most strongly, about the proposed Medipower icinerator. This would be 

potential air pollution hazard for the people who live here in the town. We already have 

enough heavy industry in Newhaven and the current infrastructure would not support it. 



038 

I’d like to object to the medipower application for a medical waste incinerator in Newhaven. 
 
This is a dirty industry, which the already polluted town cannot afford to have. 
 
The already beleagoured transport infrastructure won’t cope with the extra HGV movements. 
 
I am seriously worried about the contaminated waste being transported in our town, and the 
possibility of release to the environment. 
 
The scrubbing proposed for the chimney won’t remove all the pollutants, and I hesitate to 
believe that anyone would want to breathe the exhaust. 
 
The waste ash will also present a hazard, if wind blown or otherwise released to the 
environment. 
 
Waste water from scrubbing will also be a hazard, and I can’t see where this waste will be 
stored and how it will be removed safely. 
 
Controls over the containment and transport of hazardous material are not going to 
absolutely prevent their release. 
 
I wonder where this fits in with the harbour plan? 
 
And how is this in line with the clean, green, sustainable development that Newhaven is 
promised?   
 
This development is not in line with either plan. 
 
Newhaven does not need this development, providing only a few jobs at the price of 
residents’ health. 
 
Newhaven is supposed to be the gateway to the South Downs, let’s impress visitors with that 
clean, green industry.  Not more incinerators. 
 
Newhaven needs a variety of employment, opportunity and investment to be truly 
sustainable. 
 
Dirty industry already has too much of an impact on our town, residents and local 
environment. 
 
Please take my objections on board. 
 

039 

I,…strongly object the application and the possible build of such an incinerator! With urban 
conobations straight downwind of such an installation, the location is utterly unacceptable! 
Serveso in Italy springs to mind as does the nuclear recycling plant in Cherbourg, which was 
built on the peninsular with prevailing winds taking all the fumes out to sea towards the UK, 
protecting their own people. 
May common sense prevail! 

 



040 

In no way should Newhaven have anything more 'dumped' on it especially as it already has 
the main incinerator.  The roads cannot cope with waste lorries and the residents have 
enough to put up with.  Please do not allow this medical waste unit to be installed. 
 

041 

We ….as residents of Newhaven are firmly against yet another incinerator in the town. It 
seems as though if there is waste to dispose of....dump it in Newhaven. No - one considers 
us at all. Well we say we have had enough of air pollution  ( scrap metal yard, incinerator, 
ring road etc etc etc )  NO THANKS . 
 

042 

I am a resident of Newhaven and greatly object to the proposal to place a Medical waste 

incinerator at the port . Perhaps you could tell me why this is being proposed for Newhaven 

and not near a hospital where there would be no travel involved .The idea of placing it at 

Newhaven which already suffers from gridlock on the roads is somewhat madness. Also 

there are no guarantees as to the effects on the local population of the toxic and nontoxic 

fumes and gases.Besides the residents nearby and in the town ,there is a college very close 

by. It would seem you think of Newhaven as a dumping ground ,and its residents not worthy 

of consideration. 

I strongly suggest you reconsider this proposal and think about all the negative aspects 

rather than any financial prospect 

043 

I attach a letter objecting to the above application. Please note that there are many 

inconsistencies between the application, the EIA and RA that are rather worrying; details of 

emissions and dispersal are illogical or missing and there would seem to be no strong 

argument for its siting in Newhaven Port close to a number of inhabited towns/villages and 

coastlines and areas of outstanding biodiversity and beauty enjoyed by many. These bring 

economic value to the region through visitors that is likely to substantially exceed any 

economic benefits from the medical waste incinerator. 

Application for an environmental permit for a small waste incineration plant - 

MedipowerLtd 

Installation Of Energy Conversion Plant & Receipt And Processing Of Waste In Shed 

4A Newhaven Port, East Quay, Newhaven, East Sussex, BN9 0BN 

I have read the submitted application papers and reports on the above application. I have 

found some of the information given to be inaccurate, misleading and often contradictory, for 

example, between the different reports (e.g. the Environment Impact Assessment (EIA) 

report, the Risk Assessment (RA) and the proposal by CTEC (Ref CTec 001)). Other 

information required for an effective EIA or RA is missing, inaccurate and/or inconsistent 

(e.g. number of deliveries, emissions content and modelling; impacts on residents, 

biodiversity and recreation from Newhaven to Seaford and hamlets in-between). For these 

reasons I strongly object to the proposal. 



The EIA states: 

“The site lies within Newhaven Port and is wholly surrounded by light industrial units used 

primarily for storage and distribution purposes associated with the port. The open Scrap 

Metal Export facility lies immediately to the west on the quayside. This facility is contained by 

a wall approaching 4 meters in height on the landward side, which serves to screen views of 

the unit and will block the passage of any emissions should the wind blow in a westerly 

direction across the harbour.”  

This is totally incorrect and the authors of the EIA should be brought to account for this 

disingenuous assessment. Anyone living in the region will know that a 4 m wall will NOT 

“block the passage of any emissions” and of course the wind in this region can blow in 

multiple directions (not just westerly). However, this mention of emissions is an admission 

that there WILL be wind borne emissions. 

Additionally, the EIA states: 

“3.7.2  Two vents will be installed including structure supports and access ladders where 

necessary. The dual stacks will be the only visible external sign of the facility and it is 

anticipated that the stack will stand proud of the roof apex by no more than 2.5 metres 

vertical to allow dispersal to occur (to be confirmed by emissions modelling).” 

The 4 m wall will be obsolete as a block to emissions as the stacks will rise 2.5m from the 

top of the building which is 6 - 7 m in height (as detailed in the EIA) making the top of the 

stacks 8.5 – 9.5 m above ground level and thus 4.5 - 5.5 m higher than the 4 m wall which 

will supposedly block the emissions.  

Furthermore the 2.5 m height of the stacks (Note: 3 m stack is mentioned in Ctec 001 whilst 

the EIA states 2.5 m) will apparently “allow dispersion to occur” but dispersion where? This 

presumably means the local atmospheric environment, adding what to the local 

environment? What are the emissions? No mention is given other than “ultra low level”. 

Presumably this will be mainly carbon dioxide from the combustible material but as this is 

both non-hazardous and hazardous waste will there be a number of other gases produced 

(such as those from plastics, known to be hazardous)? The Ctec 001 paper states that the 

feedstock will “burn high and low levels of plastic and biomass efficiently, with ultra clean 

emissions.” Whilst I agree that pyrolysis will reduce emissions from plastics when compared 

to lower temperatures achieved with normal incineration what is their specific data on their 

claim of “ultra clean emissions” from their specific process and equipment? 

The report further states “The gasification process, includes treatment of exhaust gas, 

minimising the pollutant load of any emissions.” Of concern is the term “minimising the 

pollutant load of any emissions” which implies there will be pollutants emitted. However, no 

details or efficiency of the extraction of pollutants process is given. What pollutants will be 

produced and at what concentration? What is the efficiency of extraction? What is the 

expected load within the emissions? What is the dispersal rate in worst case scenario of no 

wind to disperse and dilute the emissions? 

The EIA states that the stacks will “allow dispersal to occur (to be confirmed by emissions 

modelling).” If the authors of the report are so sure then why do they need emissions 

modelling? Where are the results of the modelling, what are the scenarios used for the 



modelling (e.g. emission rates, wind speed and direction, atmospheric dilution rate, hazard 

levels of different pollutants?). All these are essential for useful and accurate environmental 

impact and risk assessments. 

The Risk Assessment states “Strict control measures and monitoring will prevent any 

emissions being released into the atmosphere”. What substances will be monitored (and 

therefore what are the risks)? How can a risk assessment be accurate if that information is 

not provided? It further states that “Emissions from Ctec system exceed all European 

standards” where is this data used to make that judgement? What are the standards on the 

different expected emissions? 

Transport of feedstock and waste 

The EIA (section 4.2) calculates that there will be around a total of 60 extra vehicle trips 

using the road network each day. This will be an additional pressure on an area already 

experiencing gridlock at periods.  Please note that the Risk Assessment (and the CTEC 

application CTec 001)) states that “there will be only 1 delivery per day” and concludes that 

there “this will have no significant effect on traffic congestion” and therefore rates the risk as 

“low”. This is INCORRECT as the EIA states that there will be 60 extra vehicles trips to/fro 

the site. 

Proximity to Designations  

The EIA section 2.3.1 states “The site is not covered by any national or local protective 

designations. There is one Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) in proximity to the site, 

this being the linear coastal Brighton to Newhaven Cliffs SSSI which runs to approximately 

0.5 km to the southwest of the site.  This is notified primarily for its geological interest. The 

Newhaven Fort Scheduled Monument is across the harbour on the western side of the port.  

The South Downs National Park boundary lies approximately 0.4km to the east of the site 

across Mill Creek where the National Park projects down to the coast to Bishopstone and the 

Tide Mills Site of Nature Conservation Interest (SNCI).” 

The wind borne emissions will be carried to the inhabited towns/ villages of Newhaven, 

Denton, Bishopstone and Seaford depending on wind direction (and noting that wind 

direction in the region varies considerably). Seaford Bay and Tide Mills is a site of great 

recreational enjoyment including adults and children enjoying the sandy beach (the only 

such one accessible in the area), fishermen, bird watchers, surfers and walkers. The bay 

itself is an important fisheries and fisheries nursery ground. As the report states the National 

Park and Tide Mills SNCI are in close vicinity to the proposed site. The proposed siting of 

this plant will potentially impact the biodiversity and recreational use of the area. 

Arguments used to regenerate Newhaven and provide energy for homes 

In the EIA section 3.3.2 it states that “The Lewes District Local Plan (2016) acknowledges 

that there are a number of derelict and under-utilised sites that offer significant opportunities 

for regeneration, near to or adjoining the harbour and that delivery of "regeneration of 

vacant, underused or poor quality sites" ought to be the focus of the opportunities for 

economic growth and prosperity that exist including those opportunities offered by the 

renewable energy sector.  Regeneration of Newhaven, one of the district’s coastal towns is a 

key objective of the plan.” 



In section 3.5.1 the EIA further states that “Newhaven Enterprise Zone, is a collaboration 

between Coast to Capital (Local Economic Partnership) and Lewes District Council. The aim 

is to facilitate the economic regeneration of Newhaven promoting new business and 

employment focussing on higher-end manufacturing. This encompasses the 'Clean, Green & 

Marine' sectors in particular, building off recent developments such as the opening of the 

Newhaven University Technical College, and the construction of the Operations & 

Maintenance base for the Rampion offshore wind farm on the Fisher Terminal adjacent to 

the application site.” 

The number of jobs created by this plant is small, but the environmental footprint and 

consequences could be substantial from increased traffic and emissions. Its contribution to 

local economic regeneration would be minimal.  However, further use of the port for waste 

treatment may damage the economy from loss of trade from the numerous tourists that visit 

the region to enjoy its historical and natural beauty. 

The applicant argues that it will provide energy from the process to heat and supply 

electricity for over 300 hundred homes. Is the infrastructure there to do so – this is not clear? 

It is stated that “The electricity will be supplied to the National Grid via a substation on the 

port, and heat may be supplied to port side users, (dependant on feasibility and demand).” 

Who will assess feasibility and demand? Who will pay and provide that link to the 

substation? 

The words in parenthesis “dependant on feasibility and demand” indicate that this is not 

planned in any substantial way. This provision of energy could be a red herring and 

misleading. 

Finally, the proposed siting of this plant in Newhaven harbour does not use the port facilities, 

rather requires transport of waste to and from the site. There is no logical reason for its siting 

there. Its closeness to inhabited towns and villages, congested roads, amenity sites of 

historical, biodiversity and visual beauty enjoyed by many people throughout the year are all 

excellent additional reasons to those given above for rejection of this proposal. I therefore 

strongly request that Lewes District Council reject this request. 

044 

I am writing on behalf of Community Action Newhaven. We are a group of local 
residents supporting other residents to have a greater voice in planning and 
regeneration, and campaigning for a clean, green Newhaven. We object to the 
granting of this licence on the following grounds. 
Emissions and air quality, hazardous waste transportation and cumulative 
impact 
This proposal will generate emissions which will affect air quality. Whilst the proposal 
states that these will be within legal limits, this does not in itself make further 
emissions in this location acceptable - any such increase in emissions is 
unacceptable for the following reasons: 
● Newhaven residents already suffer serious challenges to health and 
well-being caused by traffic fumes and air pollution in parts of Newhaven 
already breach legal limits. Newhaven gyratory is an Air Quality 
Management Area because some emissions already breach legal limits. 
There is a legal duty to take action and Lewes District Council has committed 
to doing so. 
● Although the application is for 12 tons of ‘non hazardous’ waste, the 



medipower unit will in fact process an almost equal amount of hazardous 
waste. It seems that the ‘9.75 tons’ of additional hazardous waste which will 
also be gasified a week is proposed purely in order that it remains under a ten 
ton limit which would require extra regulation and and a public declaration in this licence 

application - this distinction is is misleading and unlikely to be enforceable in practice 

● As almost half the waste being processed is hazardous, and the remainder 
‘non hazardous’ content is medical waste, nappies etc it will include a large 
quantity of plastics - the US Environmental protection Agency estimates 
medical waste is approx 20% plastic - as well as contaminated materials. It is 
extremely likely therefore that emissions will include dioxins and other toxic 
materials e.g toxic metals as well as particulates which it cannot be 
guaranteed this process will eliminate. [see gasification section below] 
● Air pollution is linked to cancer, asthma, stroke and heart disease, diabetes, 
obesity, changes linked to dementia and premature death. There are no safe 
limites to air pollution See “Every breath we take: the lifelong impact of air 
pollution Royal College of Physicians 2016” http://bit.ly/1Nv4CIa ) and the 
recently updated December 2017 East Sussex County Council Public Health 
Intelligence briefing: Air Quality in East Sussex 
( http://www.eastsussexjsna.org.uk/briefings ) 
● Pregnant woman, children, the elderly and those already ill are particularly 
vulnerable to air pollution so this proposal has a disproportionate impact on 
vulnerable groups which under its equalities duties the council needs to 
protect. 
● There is no information on the likely health impact of these emissions on top 
of existing issues with air quality in the area. Department for Communities 
and Local Government planning practice guidance on the role of health and 
wellbeing in planning at https://www.gov.uk/guidance/health-and-wellbeing 
states that: 
“Local authority planners should consider consulting the Director of Public 
Health on any planning applications (including at the pre-application stage) 
that are likely to have a significant impact on the health and well-being of the 
local population or particular groups within it. This would allow them to work 
together on any necessary mitigation measures. A health impact assessment 
may be a useful tool to use where there are expected to be significant 
impacts.” - yet the explorations of health issues in the application is 
non-existent. 
● The Air Quality Action Plan (page 26) state that it is “ imperative that the 
planning system is utilised to ensure that new development can support 
the Air Quality Action Plan, rather than hinder its implementation ." This 
proposal is therefore not in line with the Action plan 
● Granting this application would also go against recently revised (Dec 2017) 
East Sussex County Council Public Health Intelligence briefing: Air Quality in 
East Sussex ( http://www.eastsussexjsna.org.uk/briefings ) which points out 
the importance of planning decisions in relation to the Newhaven AQMA and 
that “Pollution levels in future in Newhaven will be greatly influenced by 
further regeneration and development, and the success of mitigation 
measures.” (P23) 
● The nearby area includings residential dwellings around Beach Road which 
will be affected. Additionally Newhaven is earmarked for future housing 
developments and is expected to build more housing than anywhere else in 
East Sussex - The core plan states (page 53) that Newhaven is expected to 
take 1677 out of 6000 new units of housing to be built in the county a a whole. 
The current population is under 12,500. The cumulative effect of this new 
housing on infrastructure especially roads and consequent pollution means it 



is unrealistic to expect Newhaven to cope with additional industrial emissions. 
● New housing is proposed extremely near this development and will be 
therefore directly affected by emissions. There is planning permission 
granted for a housing devlepment on land next to the port access road so 
extremely close to this development 
( http://www.planningpotential.co.uk/projects/asda-and-barratt-homes/?id=32 ) . 
● The LDC permission granted in December 2017 for a thirteen storey hotel on 
Beach Road also includes residential housing, again unacceptably close to 
this development. 
● The application (in paragraph 2.2.1 of the screening scoping request) states 
that the harbour wall will shield the harbour area (to the West of the site) from 
emissions. However the prevailing winds - which in a coastal area are very 
strong - are from the South and West, and there is no shielding in this 
direction, which means any emissions will scatter over a wide distance. 
● Emissions therefore have the potential to affect further residential areas 
including Bishopstone and Seaford. 
● The prevailing winds also means that emissions from this development will 
affect the highly fragile ecology of the Tide Mills Nature reserve immediately 
adjacent (see below). There is no data available anywhere, it appears, on the 
effect of gasification emissions on wildlife or biodiversity. 
● This development must not be considered in isolation. The council must also 
consider the cumulative impact on air quality of all future developments in 
Newhaven. The Lewes District Local Plan/ adopted core strategy 2010-30 
(May 2016) 
( http://www.lewes.gov.uk/Files/plan_Adopted_JCS_with_front_cover.pdf p. 
113) stresses the need to consider cumulative impact : 
○ Core Policy 9 – Air Quality The local planning authority will seek to 
improve air quality, having particular regard to any Air Quality 
Management Area (AQMA) designations. Applications for development 
that by virtue of their location, nature or scale could impact on an 
AQMA will be required to [...] 4. Ensure that the development will not 
have a negative impact on the surrounding area in terms of its effect on 
health, the natural environment or general amenity, taking into 
account cumulative impacts. 
Unreliability / unavailability of data on gasification/ unsuitability of the site as a 
testing ground/ hazardous waste 
● This use of gasification to process medical waste appears to be relatively 
new and is so largely untested, at least over any significant length of use in a 
real life environment. The Company itself on its website states that it has 
been developing this process over the last three years 
( https://www.ctecenergy.co.uk/medi-power ) We are unable to find other 
examples in the UK and very few abroad of using medical waste as a 
feedstock for gasification -other than e.g.a trial in china in 2008 of this ‘novel’ 
mehod (Emissions investigation for a novel medical waste incineraton 
http://orbi.ulg.ac.be/bitstream/2268/145062/1/Emissions%20investigation%20for%20a%2 
0novel%20medical%20waste%20incinerator.pdf 2008 ) 
● Whilst there is very little data available on gasification of medical and 
hazardous waste, as this is apparently newly developed technology, 
gasification in other contexts has a troublesome history (see for example 
https://www.letsrecycle.com/news/latest-news/isle-wight-drops-gasification-mo 
ving-bed-facility/ and 
http://resource.co/article/another-setback-gasification-sector-incineration-spec 
ialist-enters-administration-11238 ) 
● Whilst it is possible that this technology will work seamlessly in this particular 
case, this is not proven, and given the issues around gasification in other 



contexts there is no guarantee of this. 
● There is a general lack of independent evidence on gasification safety - most 
data comes from the companies who will profit from the processes i.e. have a 
vested interest: “Like incineration, pyrolysis and gasification are likely to 
produce emissions, for example: Air emissions include acid gases, dioxins 
and furans, nitrogen oxides, sulphur dioxide, particulates, cadmium, mercury, 
lead and hydrogen sulphide; Solid residues include inert mineral ash, 
inorganic compounds, and any remaining unreformed carbon (which is also 
inert) – these can be between 8 and 15 percent of the original volume of 
waste; Other emissions include treated water – used to wash the waste in the 
pre-treatment stage, and clean the gas. The actual quantity and nature of 
emissions will be different from different technologies, but (as with other 
issues) most of the information available comes from the companies 
themselves. [...] it is inappropriate to generalise and not correct to say that 
gasification is better than incineration in terms of its emissions performance of 
vice versa…Though some developers of plasma gasification technologies 
have claimed that their process does not produce dioxins, solid commercial 
data is not yet available to back-up such claims.” (Friends of hte Earth 
Briefing 2009, 
https://friendsoftheearth.uk/sites/default/files/downloads/gasification_pyrolysis.pdf - 
our highlights) 
● As outlined in the application’s operational details and risk assessment, 
should there be any problems with the gasification process, e.g. incomplete 
combustion, or operational issues such as the temporary failure of feeders 
leading to the need to shut down the plant, these will inevitably lead to greater 
emissions. Emissions are much greater in a situation of incomplete 
combustion or when starting up or closing down a plant - how much greater is 
hard to ascertain as there is very little independent research available on 
emissions at shut-down and start-up of gasification plants or even of 
conventional incinerators (see the Health Effects of Waste Incinerators (2008) 
http://www.bsem.org.uk/uploads/IncineratorReport_v3.pdf ). 
● The company’s tests presented in the application do not cover start-up and 
shut down. 
● There is evidence that hazardous materials present a particular problem in 
populated areas and can potentially cause cancers: “Our results support the 
hypothesis of a statistically significant increase in the risk of dying from cancer 
in towns near incinerators and installations for the recovery or disposal of 
hazardous waste.” - García-Pérez, J., et al. (2013). “Cancer mortality in towns 
in the vicinity of incinerators and installations for the recovery or disposal of 
hazardous waste.” Environment International 51(0): 31-44 (2013) 
● Whilst the primary concern is air quality, this operation will also involve ten 
van loads per day of hazardous waste routed through a highly congested road 
system and residential areas. There is potential for leakage and 
contamination especially in the event of a road accident. 
● In summary whilst there is clearly a case for gasification technology to be 
better developed as a solution to non-recyclable medical waste, it is not 
appropriate to use this site as a testing ground - it should be sited somewhere 
where any little accidents or problems that occur while is being perfected will 
have minimal impact on people or wildlife. 
Incompatibility with local policies, plans and strategies for the area - waste 
and minerals strategy - ‘greenwash’ rather than green 
● This site is not identified in the county’s waste and minerals strategy. The 
developers argue that this usage is justified as a nearby industrial estate has 
been identified in “Area of Search identified in the recently adopted Sites 
Plan” however this is a different setting i.e. an industrial estate away from the 



port area. In any case there does not seem to have been adequate 
consultation in identifying these ‘opportunities’ in February 2017 - it is unlikely 
that local people would have agreed to designation of an area for any kind of 
incineration process given both the current issues with air quality and 
strength of feeling in the area on incineration due to previous history. 
Furthermore the February 2017 designation in the Beach Road industrial 
estate cited in the applicatoin needs urgently revising as subsequently a 13 
storey hotel and residential development has been agreed (December 2017) 
in the area which would make such a designation inappropriate. 
● All planning agreements for Newhaven set out ‘clean and green’ vision for 
development and regeneration, with a focus on tourism and hi-tech renewable 
energy 
a. Lewes District Core Plan promises “regeneration at Newhaven 
associated with the existing port and opportunities offered by the 
renewable energy sector, creating a sustainable tourism economy that 
takes advantage of the district’s key attractions” (p.37) and has a 
vision of “the town developing as a centre for green industries and 
innovation.“ (p. 96) 
b. Newhaven Neighbourhood Plan (which the port has opted out of) 
promises ‘a hub for the ‘clean and green’ sector.’ 
c. The South Downs National Park Draft Local Plan sees Newhaven as 
the ‘gateway’ to the South Downs. 
d. The Port Master Plan - the key document which should underpin all 
development around the port - promises to “invest in infrastructure to 
establish a clean technology and renewable energy business cluster, “ 
(strategic aim 2) 
e. The promise for the Newhaven Enterprise Zone, is ‘sustainable 
development’ via ‘clean, green and marine technology sectors, 
including manufacturing and engineering industries linked to the 
maritime sector.’ 
( http://www.coast2capital.org.uk/projects/newhaven-enterprise-zone.ht 
ml ) 
● Whilst ‘energy from waste’ is sometimes categorised as a renewable energy 
technology in fact it is primarily a means of waste disposal. The electricity and heat produced 
has high carbon footprint. Government guidance produced by 
DEFRA in 2014 
( https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/284612/p 
b14130-energy-waste-201402.pdf ) points out that incineration comes very low in 
the waste hierarchy (page 19) - a genuinely green aproach to waste 
management should be focussed on solutions higher up the waste hierarchy 
i.e. prevention, preparation for reuse, and recycling. 
● The proposal doesn’t make any use of sustainable transport options using rail 
or sea. 
● There is a huge amount of anger and resentment locally around the previous 
incinerator, justified as renewable on ‘energy from waste’ grounds in the face 
of overwhelming local opposition. It is unlikely that local people will be 
prepared to accept another energy from waste plant without considerable 
resentment and resistance, which will distract from the enterprise zone and 
other regeneration attempts to build a genuinely green economy based on 
appropriate renewable technologies such as wind, solar and tidal and 
increasing tourism.. 
Legal Obligations in relation to Biodiversity 
● East Sussex County Council, like other local authorities, has a legal 
obligation to conserving biodiversity as outlined in Section 40(3) NERC The 
duty extends beyond merely conserving what is already there, to carrying out, 



supporting and requiring actions that may also restore or enhance 
biodiversity. If this licence is granted , East Sussex County Council would be 
failing in this legal duty because of the potential effects of emissions (see 
above) on the fragile ecosystem of the adjacent Tide Mills nature reserve. 
● Tide Mills is an important site for Ornithologists as it regularly hosts 
rare migratory birds. Ringed plovers and wheatears nest in the shingle. 
Spoonbills, avocets and a serin visit the site. 
● Stone Curlews nest adjacent to this site and they are on the NERC list 
as a species of principal importance. They are identified as requiring 
action under the UK BAP and are regarded as a conservation priority. 
● Tide Mills is also well known among Butterfly enthusiasts as it has 
several stands of Broad-leaved Everlasting Pea which acted as a 
staging area for The Long-tailed Blue butterflies which are attempting 
to extend their range from the continent and colonise our shores. 
● There appears to be no evidence available on the effect of gasification 
or indeed any incinerator emissions on biodiversity or wildlife therefore 
it seems sensible to apply the precautionary principle in this instance. 
CAN therefore calls on East Sussex County Council to reject this licence application. 
We also have a wider ‘ask’ of the County Council which is go a step further and to 
take a proper strategic look at where industry can and should go in our congested 
county. This should be based on a fair sharing out of industrial areas. Newhaven 
simply cannot continue to be the place where everything - from housing to industry - 
gets dumped. 
We are also calling for the strengthening of partnerships to form common purpose, 
across local government and other stakeholders including Newhaven Port Authority. 
If this were to happen effectively, then such misplaced applications would be less 
likely to arise. 
 

045 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I have recently found out that a company called Medipower wish to install a medical waste 
incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. I write to object to this new application. Two months 
ago, I wrote to object to a proposed cement works being installed at the Western end of Tide 
Mills. 

The impact of the incinerator plant would have similar effects to this with the added problem 
of pollution. With a prevailing Westerly wind, Tide Mills and Seaford beach would be affected 
and could cause serious problems to air quality especially dangerous when the beach is full 
of people during the Summer months. It appears some of the waste is hazardous. Add to 
this the additional amount of traffic (seven days a week) on an already over stretched road 
system and you have a recipe for disaster. 

I cannot see why the current incinerator could not be used to burn this waste. On top of this, 
Newhaven is a town that is in desperate need of regeneration. This has partly happened, so 
why go and spoil it in this way? 

This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 

Newhaven must be refused 

046 

I vehemently object to the proposed development in Newhaven of the Medical waste 
Incinerator. The implications of this disastrous proposal are almost too many to measure and 
frankly it is indefensible to suggest otherwise. 
 



The roads in and out of Newhaven are chaotic and gridlocked already.  The roads will not 
stand the increase of HGV traffic and pollution, delivering potentially hazardous waste in built 
up social housing before you consider the horrific Scenario if there was a accident - spillage 
etc. 
 

The environmental impact of the chimney even with modern exhaust wash technology does 
not guarantee safe emissions, there can be no knowing what exhaust gases might be 
emitted. There is reliable evidence that the threat of exhaust gases from incinerating 
hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given we have a a prevailing south westerly wind 
any airborne pollution would be dispersed across Tide mills and Seaford. This fall out will be 
devastating to surrounding areas which are areas of outstanding beauty and towns that keep 
the local economy afloat. 
 
Ash residues after incineration may still be hazardous if not processed and would require 
transportation off site again adding to an already gridlocked road system and further 
pollution. 
 
In a highly residential area in which recent growth in the childhood population evidenced by 
the recent development of two new schools in Newhaven means a Medical waste incinerator 
such as proposed here is utterly inappropriate and the application for it should be refused. 
 

047 

I wish to lodge my objection to this Application due to extra traffic on already conjested local 

roads and in Newhaven particularly, and the possible toxic waste in the form of fumes, ash 

or water. 

048 

I vehemently wish to object to the proposed development in Newhaven of the Medical waste 
Incinerator. The implications of this disastrous proposal are almost too many to measure and 
frankly it is indefensible to suggest otherwise. 
The idea that our gridlocked roads to and from Newhaven could stand the increase of HGV 
traffic and pollution Delivering potentially hazardous waste in built up social housing before 
you consider the horrific Scenario if there was a accident - spillage etc. 
The environmental impact of the chimney even with modern exhaust wash technology does 
not guarantee safe emissions, there can be no knowing what exhaust gases might be 
emitted. There is reliable evidencethreat the exhaust gases from incinerating hazardous 
medical waste can be toxic. Given we have a a prevailing south westerly wind any airborne 
pollution would be dispersed across Tide mills and Seaford. This fall out will be devastating 
to surrounding areas which are areas of outstanding beauty and towns that keep the local 
economy afloat. 
Ash residues after incineration may still be hazardous if not processed and would require 
transportation off site again adding to an already gridlocked road system and further 
pollution. 
In a highly residential area a Medical waste incinerator such as proposed here is utterly 
inappropriate and the application for it should be refused 
 

049 

I would like to register an objection to the above application for Newhaven Harbour. Apart 
from environmental concerns, the traffic situation is not suitable for more lorries using the 
already gridlocked road.  
 



050 

Based on the proposal documents as set out in http://www.lewes-
eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-
incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/ 
 
I wish to object to Medipower's application for an environmental permit to operate a medical 
waste incinerator in Newhaven Harbour for the following reasons: 
 

  This facility would increase the traffic gridlock along the A259 particularly around 
Newhaven itself and add to the already unacceptable levels of air pollution.  The 
additional heavy good vehicles required would be bringing hazardous waste into 
Newhaven and then also removing the ash residues; 

  
 By its nature the waste products being transported in and around Newhaven will be 

hazardous and I believe its incineration will also lead to further air pollution. I 
understand that there is evidence that the exhaust gases from incinerating hazardous 
waste can be toxic; 

  
 I have concerns about how the contaminated water from the exhaust washing 

process will be disposed of.  What would happen if this contaminated water entered 
our ground water?  There appears to be a real risk to humans as well as local flora 
and fauna; 

  
 A medical waste incinerator is not harbour related and should not be sited there or 

indeed anywhere else in Newhaven. 
 
Newhaven is a port of entry to the United Kingdom.  It should be a welcoming first 
impression to foreign visitors, not an industrial wasteland.  I urge you to refuse this 
application. 

051 

It has come to my notice that permission to site another incinerator in Newhaven has been 
applied for.   
 
I would like  to express my view that it is entirely inappropriate to place incinerators, or for 
that matter any polluting businesses, in the vicinity of towns.  There are far too many people 
living within reach of the pollution this would produce for this to be entertained. 
 

052 

RE The application for an environmental permit for a small !!!!!! waste incineration plant - 
MedipowerLtd 
I have the gravest concerns about this application and wish to object in the strongest 
possible terms for the reasons detailed below: 
I understand from the application that Medipower wish to install a medical waste incinerator 
within Newhaven Harbour. This would adversely affect Newhaven harbour and the 
surrounding area and shoreline 
The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week !! and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. This does not accord with the needs of a “small” waste incinerator plant and 
cannot be allowed. 

http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/


Given the existing traffic pressure within Newhaven and the major air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels, this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself and therefore unacceptable. 
In addition,  there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the risks of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is 
incinerated.close to a busy area. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney, there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford.This 
is a significant H&S risk and must not be allowed. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process.? How would that be treated or disposed of.?  Should there be any leakage/spillage, 
what might happen if this contaminated water leached into  the local ground water.? The 
effect on the local area could be devastating and residents and visitors must not be exposed 
to this danger. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. This 
activity can bring no benefits to the harbour, to residents, to the surrounding area and to 
improving the area for employment and tourism. 
I am asking you to reject this application for an environmental permit to operate a medical 
waste incinerator within Newhaven or surrounding area 
 

053 

I would like to objective to the following environmental permit due to increase traffic using the 

A26 and already excessive traffic congestion around Newhaven. This medical waste 

incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within Newhaven Harbour or 

indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 

054 

I wish to lodge an objection to the above proposed project at Newhaven Harbour.   
 
1.  Added traffic to the already congested A26 and roads in and around Newhaven. 
 
2.  Possible health issues from the toxic airbourne, gases, ash and pollution from this plant. 
 
3.  We already have the threat of the concrete plant hanging over us so why add to this awful 
situation.   
 
The residents of Newhaven and Seaford suffer daily from traffic problems on the A259 and 
A26 which will become even worse with these two possible sites being opened. 
 
Property prices will drop considerably when people realise they are considering buying a 
property on the edge of a site which may kill or maim their children/grandchildren from these 
toxic fumes.    
 
The A26, which is a nightmare road surface at the best of times - Ahhh  it's just been 
completely relaid (well almost) in readiness for the concrete lorries - will be a potential 



deathtrap.  More heavy vehicles, many of whom drive far too quickly for the road, and God 
forbid if there is a crash!! 
 
I ask you to think of the health and welfare of the residents in and around Newhaven 
Harbour before you agree to something so inappropriate for the area. 
 
How much more can this area take before there is a major incident. 
 

055 

I am writing to you to protest against the proposed waste incinerator to be sited in 
Newhaven, I consider this to be an unnecessary development and would urge you to re think 
this proposition, the health risks seem to far out-way any benefit to the area and the pollution 
(already higher than levels set) will only cause more problems and also the traffic congestion 
which is bound to occur as a result of the transportation to and from the site. 
I therefore urge you to reconsider this application and reject it as an unnecessary 
development. 
 

056 

It is with great alarm that I have become aware of the proposed application to site a medical 
waste incinerator at Newhaven harbour.  
Apart from the not inconsiderable health risks caused by both the possible air pollution 
,which I understand would adversely effect my family in Seaford ,added to the risk of 
contamination of the water table as a by product of the processing, do you not think that it’s 
about time Newhaven was given a break from being the dumping ground of everybody's 
waste? 
Newhaven already has a major incinerator and it does not matter how much regeneration 
money is put into this beleaguered town, apart from the health risks ,who wants to visit and 
industrial seaside town? 
I am already greatly concerned by the Brett Aggregates application to build a concrete plant 
on the Newhaven side of Seaford Bay. I urge your planning department to stand on the gun 
emplacements on the cliffs of Newhaven Fort and look down upon the broad sweep of the 
Bay and Newhaven ( a beach so shallow and wide both Hitler and Napoleon intended to 
start their invasions of Britain from here) and see the potential Newhaven has as a tourist 
destination. Let’s see it flourish again with cafes and shops and not be an industrial 
wasteland that people just pass through on their way to somewhere better.  
It sits at the mouth to the South Downs. I urge you please from my heart to give this brave 
town a chance ( its valiant role in world war 2 alone should make it exempt from some of the 
indignities heaped upon it) and refuse this request to site this incinerator and start a new era 
for Newhaven where it is not defined as a waste dump but as a vibrant destination where 
people want to visit and enjoy its natural beauty and history.  
Thank you for considering my views. 
 

057 

I strongly object to this proposal and want to appeal to you to reject it on the grounds of not 
polluting our area with traffic we can't cope with and to protect tide mills and area of 
outstanding natural beauty.  
 
Please please don't approve this. 
 



058 

Does not give permission for comments to be published 

059 

Dear Lewes District Council Environmental Health - I am emailing as a concerned Seaford 
resident to object about Medipower’s application for a Medical Waste Incinerator in 
Newhaven. 
The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 
This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 
Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused. 
 

060 

I want to strongly object to the application by Medipower to install a medical waste 
incinerator at Newhaven. It is a working harbour not a dumping ground for other peoples 
waste. 
I hope you will make the right decision and refuse this application. 
 

061 

I wish to voice my objection to the above application. My reasons are: 
 
1. This is an area which already has air quality issues and there is evidence exhaust from 
this plant can be toxic 
 
2. There will be increased industrial traffic, I understand up to ten hazardous medical waste 
deliveries a day, thus exacerbating the gridlocks already experienced.  This can be 
exacerbated by the ash issue which will need to be removed. 
 



062 

I would like to record my objection to the proposed scheme. 
 
Whilst there are positives to be found in converting waste to electrical power, the crux of the 
matter is whether this particular application in this particular site should be accepted. 
 
There are many worrying aspects: 
 
1. Although not immediately apparent from the application document, it becomes clear from 
the environmental assessment that the proposal is for two plants, one for non-hazardous 
waste and one for hazardous waste.   
 
Quote "The proposal is for the staged installation of two plants each generating 1.4 mW / 
hour of thermal energy and 250 kW / hour of electrical energy. The plants will convert a 
maximum of 21.75 tonnes of clinical waste feedstock per day, with one plant utilising up to 
12 tonnes of non hazardous clinical waste, and the other up to 9.75 tonnes of hazardous 
clinical waste. In total up to 8,500 tonnes per annum." 
 
2. That being the case, the impact of lorries carrying such waste (what exactly hazardous 
waste includes is not made clear) is even more alarming.  Newhaven is an old fishing village 
which has been, very unfortunately, used as an industrial site; the roads and infrastructure 
was never designed for such purposes.  
 
3. Newhaven is a residential town; also the surrounding areas including Seaford stand to be 
affected. Residents' well-being seems to be underemphasised in the application. 
Emergencies at the plant(s) has been thought about (albeit not in a convincing manner), 
but the impact of a lorry carrying hazardous waste en route to the site being involved in a 
serious accident has not. The truth is that a serious fire or spillage cannot be dealt with 
immediately, and no assurances of safety can be believed.   
 
There are many other worrying aspects.   
However, please treat this as an objection. 

063 

It is evident that the waste from this incinerator is toxic and would affect the health of people 

in the surrounding area.  There must be an alternative which is safe for the local 

population.  Please put people before financial considerations. 

064 

I would like to put forward my objection to the proposed application from Medipower to lewes 
district council for a  permit for the  "non-hazardous"!!!!incinerater by Medipower that has 
comes to my attention , I live at …….,Bishopstone ,Seaford Reasons being 1....More 
pollution in the air we have enough of that from the main incinerater! 
2....More lorries on the road which means more congestion which newhaven cannot cope 
with also more Pot Hols! 
3....Why build right next to our beautiful beach The Tide Mills and are lovely nature reserve . 
I cannot believe your even considering this application ...please do not permit this to go 
ahead  
 



065 

Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area 
 

066 

We are extremely concerned about this planning application and wish to object strongly 
against this being passed. We already have an incinerator in Newhaven, and are outraged 
that we may be forced to live under another black cloud. This is totally inappropriate to this 
area, having already congested roads, and the possibility of more pollution.   
Please do not pass this application, think of our children and grandchildren. 
 

067 

I wish to object most strongly to the proposed medical incinerator at Newhaven. This will 
involve much more traffic on the already congested roads around the area. 
 
Also it will mean much more air pollution in the area and will  spoil an area of outstanding 
beauty. Also it will destroy many people's views. 
 
How a development of this proportion could be allowed is beyond comprehension 
 

068 

I have just heard the news that Medipower  are applying for permission to have a medical 
incinerator within Newhaven harbour. 
 
We already have the Veolia incinerator belching out smoke/steam. Although promises were 
made for it to be non pollutant, the smell with a prevailing West wind is disgusting and is 
quite nauseous. In the beginning there was no smell but now time has passed the company 
is not changing/cleaning the filters regularly. 
 
This will be the same with the proposed incinerator on the quayside/ harbour at Newhaven. I 
live in Bishopstone and the prospect of yet another disgusting pollutant is frightening. This is 
not even taking into account the gridlock with the traffic in the environs of Newhaven. 
 



Maria Caulfield  (M.P) has already informed us that we live in one of the poorest air quality 
areas in the UK, now with this prospect looming, nobody will want to visit this beautiful area 
at a time when Newhaven needs more jobs and visitors then ever before. 
 
Why can't houses be built around the harbour, surely more revenue will then come to 
Newhaven especially as more houses are needed countywide and it is already a brownfield 
site. Why should Newhaven be the dumping ground for waste and rubbish. 
 
I am objecting most strongly to this proposed planning application 
 

069 

I would like to strongly object to the planning application by the company Medipower to build 
a Hazardous Medical Waste Incinerator in Newhaven. 
  
The beaches around Newhaven, particularly Tide Mills and Seaford are extremely popular 
swimming and surfing destinations (my friends and I swim at Tide Mills all year round) and 
the stream of contaminated water from the exhaust washing process would create untold 
health risks for both bathers and local marine and wildlife, to say nothing of the compounded 
risks of leakage/spillage and the terrifying possibility of ground water contamination if 
something went wrong. The South Downs & Friston Forest are areas of outstanding natural 
beauty and the unintended impact of toxic waste fumes and contaminated waste water on 
local residents, farming, marine and wildlife could be devastating. 
 
The Environmental Impact Assessment in the proposal documents indicates that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect up to Ten 
Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries each day. This would very negatively affect already 
congested local traffic and even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust 
chimney there can be no knowing what poisonous exhaust gases might be emitted. There is 
reliable evidence that the exhaust gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be 
both toxic and carcinogenic. Given the prevailing south westerly winds, any airborne 
pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and Seaford, and on to West Dean, Litlington, 
Alfriston and all over Friston Forest, a Nature Reserve. Seeing as local air quality regulation 
levels have already been breached by the installation in 2012 of the huge, existing waste 
incinerator in Newhaven, for which rubbish is trucked in from six different local authorities 
and air quality is already at the limit of what is acceptable, any additional burden on local air 
quality would be too dangerous and is simply unacceptable. 
 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration, which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is incomplete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site by 
further road transport, ferried through Newhaven’s already congested streets - and as yet we 
do not know where such toxic ash residue would finally be disposed of. 
  
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should certainly not be 
sited within Newhaven Harbour or indeed anywhere near residential housing or the South 
Downs Nature Reserve. 
  
On a personal note, Tide Mills and the South Downs in general are areas of outstanding 
natural beauty and Friston Forest is a water catchment area. We need to create jobs and 
boost the local economy in ways that preserve the environment and improve local quality of 
life, and we must avoid toxic installations that risk destroying it. Please act as Stewards of 
your local area and please protect your council tax payers from this dangerous initiative. This 
application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 
Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused. 



  

070 

I would like to register my opposition to the planning application submitted by Medipower for 
an environmental permit from Lewes District Council to operate a medical waste incinerator 
within Newhaven Harbour. 
 

071 

Are you completely mad I definitely object to this planning has anyone talked about the extra 
tragic and toxic waste I take it That you don’t want to have this in Lewes.      I don’t want it in 
Newhaven/Seaford 
 

072 

What the heck is going on.  
Are you all totally intent on ruining Newhaven? 
THIS MUST STOP. PLEASE.  
PEOPLE SHOULD WANT TO MAKE THIS OLD FISHING VILLAGE A PLACE WHERE 
HUMAN BRINGS WANT YO VISIT.  NOT A DUSTBIN FOR THE RUBBISH OF THE THE 
SURROUNDING AREA.  
WHY NEWHAVEN?  PLEASE TELL ME? 
It could be so beautiful with just a little thought about the design and planning.  
NOT JUST OH HEY WE HAVE A LOAD OF SHITE TO DISPOSE OF "WHERE SHALL WE 
DUMP IT IT". Oh yes of course Newhaven.  
I really am glad that I near to the end of my days, because some of the people on this planet 
are TOTALLY DESTROYING IT.  
WHERE IS IT GOING TO END.  
YEP A NUCLEAR EXPLOSION AND THOSE LEFT HAVE ONE HELL OF A JOB !!! 
 
PLEASE RE - THINK THESE PROPOSALS AND GIVE NEWHAVEN AND THE 
SURROUNDING AREAS A CHANCE TO BREATHE.  
 
WE ARE ALL ENTITLED TO A BREATH OF FRESH AIR NOT POLLUTION WHICH IS 
WHAT YOU WANT TO DO.  
 
WHY ARE WE NOT ALLOWED TO HAVE BONFIRES ANYMORE. YES BECAUSE OF 
POLLUTION SO WHY ALL THESE BURNING FACILITIES. PLEASE TELL ME.  
  
IT WOULD ALSO BE NICE TO THINK THAT SOMEONE ACTUALLY READS THESE 
PLEA'S, BUT I GUESS YOU ARE ALL TOO BUSY PLANNING YOUR NEXT NOT FIT FOR 
PURPOSE PROPOSAL.  
 
A PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY FOR ALL THESE PROPOSALS WOULD BE 
APPRECIATED.  
 

073 

I am writing to object to the application for a medical waste incinerator at Newhaven 

Harbour. 

I object on the grounds this may worsen the air pollution for this residential town and 

surrounds, is likely to increase road traffic to an already gridlocked area at rush hours, and 

may spoil the beauty and natural wildlife for local beaches and flood plains. 



 

This is a residential area with families, schools, elderly retired people, etc, and may affect 

beyond Newhaven to Seaford and Peacehaven and surrounding villages, and is therefore in 

my opinion inappropriate for a medical waste plant. 

 

074 

I am strongly opposing the plans to build a small waste incineration plant in Newhaven. 

Current proposals will lead to increased traffic and significant air, noise and water pollution. 

Newhaven is already a highly polluted area and has a serious traffic and air quality issue. At 

busy times of the day all roads in and out of Newhaven in every direction are grid locked, 

this development with its increase in traffic will only make an unacceptable situation worse. 

Please be reminded that Newhaven One Way System is already an Air Quality Management 

Area and emissions already breach legal limits! I urge you to reject this application for the 

welfare of the long suffering local residents who already have to live with excessive pollution 

and the negative effects of the Newhaven Incinerator. 

075 

I strongly object to the medical waste disposal suggested in Newhaven – I have a close 

relative with a serious medical lung condition which will certainly be affected by all this 

proposed developments and I will hold the council responsible for any effects it has on his 

condition and take the appropriate action against the Council on his behalf and that of others 

with similar conditions 

076 

I am angered and absolutely object to a clinical waste incinerator being sited anywhere in 

Newhaven.. .our road systems cannot accommodate any more heavy traffic and our air 

quality is already below acceptable levels.  

077 

I am writing to object most strongly to the proposed medical waste incinerator in Newhaven 
harbour.  
There is already one large waste incinerator in Newhaven which occasionally gives off toxic 
smelling fumes.  
And this from normal household waste.  
God knows what kinds of dangerous fumes a medical waste incinerator will pump out into 
the air we breathe.  
Why is Newhaven being targeted by these self serving filthy industries? 
Newhaven needs to be regenerated as a great place for people to live and bring their kids up 
in a happy healthy environment.  
Not gradual degeneration into a stinking toxic wasteland unfit for human habitation. 
 

078 

We would like to put forward an objection to the proposal of a medical waste incinerator 
being sited at Newhaven Harbour. 
This would mean even more traffic on roads that cannot cope with current volume.  It means 
hazardous waste, contamination of air in a populated area.  Newhaven and the surrounding 
area are being run down with too much traffic and inappropriate developments.  We live here 
and deserve to have basic living requirements.  We are angry and upset to see what was 



once a thriving town down graded to an industrial wasteland.  It will not be fit to live here 
soon. 
 

079 

Please do not let this happen, for the health of our people and the earth. Think with your 

hearts.  

080 

I wish to register my objection to the proposal to site a medical waste incinerator plant in 
Newhaven harbour.  
 
The facility adds nothing to Newhaven’s facility’s, will cause further traffic congestion and 
could allow hazardous ash and fumes to propagate across Newhaven and Seaford.  
 

081 

I understand a request has 
been made for a medical waste disposal facility permit to be issued by Lewes District 
Council.  
Please will you deny this request on the grounds of the already gridlocked roads through 
Newhaven, the environmental dangers of transporting and disposing of toxic waste products 
in the area and the prevailing wind direction to tidemills and Seaford. Poor Newhaven is 
being turned into a desolate industrial area which disputes claims being made by various 
people about the future regeneration of the town. Newhaven roads are gridlocked from 3pm 
onwards at present and more lorries can only make the situation worse.  
 

082 

I am writing to OBJECT to the planning application for a Medical Waste incinerator from 
Medipower, within Newhaven Harbour. 
 
Emissions  
I am not aware of any environmental health impact assessment being undertaken, or air 
quality monitoring related to the present Newhaven Incinerator.  (I would be interested in 
reading this, if you have such information.)  But as a Lewes resident I am frequently aware of 
strong chemical and noxious smells, both during the day and at night that pass over 
Lewes.  Clearly the filtration system is inefficient. If the Council is powerless to act to call 
Veolia to account for its practices, I suggest it would be irresponsible of the Council to give 
approval to another Incinerator which Medipower has admitted will contain hazardous 
waste.   
 
Traffic 
The increase in heavy traffic on the roads around Newhaven, which the incinerator will incur 
are another unacceptable cost to the area, and all of this within the South Downs National 
Park. 

083 

We are writing to object to the planning application for a new incinerator in Newhaven 
harbour. 
 



The existing incinerator in Newhaven already brings a fair amount of road traffic to the area 
much of which flows along the South Coast Road which is not designed for such volumes 
after Rottingdean. 
You will be aware that the road from Rottingdean through to Newhaven is single carriageway 
and already clogged with traffic much of the time and especially during the morning and 
evening rush hour.  
The surface in part is already breaking up and with vehicles of some sizeable tonnage being  
added to the overall volume it will break down still further and likely more quickly. The local  
taxpayers will have to endure yet more delays, noise, pollution etc and then pay for this 
inconvenience. 
 
Further additional road traffic would not be welcome as in addition to this exercise and 
others of similar disregard, there is everylikelyhood of further residential development 
planned and presently being built in the area. 
 
Added to the road traffic problems, the incinerator will generate further pollution over and 
above that of the existing incinerator. This scheme seems to pay little attention to the 
feelings of the local community and whilst there is an acceptance that Newhaven needs 
regeneration it surely doesn't always have to be at the cost of pollution to the environment, 
it's local inhabitants and those of nearby Seaford. 
 

084 

If it is your intention to ruin the environment both in Newhaven and the surrounding area you 
could not have up a better idea !!!!!! 
I appreciate that you would not want this near your own town or your own living area as both 
and pollution will be seriously affected to the detriment of local residents and visitors to this 
area who also help to swell your bank balance. 
You have your own industrial areas nearer to the main trunk road system much better suited 
to the needs of this development than Newhaven. Your problem is : 
 
a.     You probably live quite close. 
b.     Your local voters may turn against you. 
 
If you have any moral fortitude,refuse this dreadful proposition outright lest your voters in this 
area do likewise 

 

085 

Dear Sir/ Madam, Regarding the above application for this newly formed company, I am 
aware that as well as requiring Planning permission an Environmental Permit from the 
Environment Agency is also required, and wish to pose some questions for consideration.   
 
1] I am uncertain which of the above two comes first, however logic causes me to believe 
that the EA would need to be certain that the installation, method of operation and the 
regulations regarding it can be satisfied before a Permit can be issued. Consequently one 
might presume that the Planning authority would need to know that a Permit has been 
issued, giving it those assurances before considering the grant of any permission. 
2] What is the distance from Newhaven to the next Thermo Dynamic Incineration plant that 
disposes of medical waste.  
3] What are the storage facilities for the waste once on site and the length of time waste can 
be stored before incineration. 
4] Which company(s) will be transporting the medical waste. 
5] From what catchment area will the medical waste originate from. 



 
Naturally I am not seeking a personal answer to the above questions. 
I appreciate your time. 
 

086 

Subject: Medipower application for a medical waste incinerator in Newhaven harbour 
 
I strongly object to this proposal for the following reasons: 
 
1. The toxic hazards of ash waste, airborne pollution and water contamination. 
2. The noise and air pollution caused by extra traffic seven days a week. 
 
Please reject this application on health and environmental grounds. 
 

087 

I would like to protest against these plans. If such an incinerator is needed, Newhaven 

harbour is surely not the place for it. Traffic, air pollution (both smells and particles) given the 

prevailing winds, and health risks militate against this proposal. 

Please turn it down 

088 

I am writing to express my opposition to the plan that has been proposed to build a medical 
waste incinerator in Newhaven harbour. 
 
The additional traffic that would ensue turning what is already a very busy area into gridlock. 
 
There has to be some toxic waste and ash residue which would blow across Seaford with 
the prevailing wind and there could be contaminated water.  
 
Please turn down this application 
 

089 

We object on the grounds that it contravenes all three agreements made to protect this area. 

Local and European agreements on health and well being of local inhabitants are 

paramount. 

090 

I wish to strongly object to the proposal. 
This is totally unsuited to the area with among other things, poor air quality & significant 
traffic implications. 
 

091 

Sirs I wish to register my objections to the proposed medical waste incinerator. 
1/  The movement of further heavy lorries through the town can only exacerbate the travel 
problems around the area 
2/  Incineration of medical waste is not acceptable within a residential area, although the port 
is not the housing across the river are far to close. 



3/ Whatever the benefits that the incinerator may provide it is only available to NPP who 
have little interest in the Newhaven environment . 
4/ The waste ash and water resulting from the process have not been addressed any will 
make additional pressure on the local wildlife and fishing.  
Please do not allow further incursion into the fabric of the area thus degrading the appeal for 
residents.  
 

092 

I am writing on behalf of Community Action Newhaven. We intend to object to this proposal 
however before we do we would like clarification on the process, as a number of local people 
have been asking us. 
Firstly, we understand that this development does not require planning permission as it 
comes under the port's permitted development rights. Can you confirm that is correct? 
Secondly, if that is the case, please can you clarify how a waste disposal operation i.e. 
medical incinerator can be considered as permitted development, as this activity in no way 
appears to be part of a harbour authority's permitted development rights - we refer to the 
relevant section starting on page 80 of The Town and Country Planning (General Permitted 
Development) (England) Order 2015  
http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/596/pdfs/uksi_20150596_en.pdf  
 
Class B – dock, pier, harbour, water transport, canal or inland navigation undertakings 
 
Permitted development B.  
Development on operational land by statutory undertakers or their lessees in respect of 
dock, pier, harbour, water transport, or canal or inland navigation undertakings, required— 
(a) for the purposes of shipping, or (b) in connection with the embarking, disembarking, 
loading, discharging or transport of passengers, livestock or goods at a dock, pier or 
harbour, or with the movement of traffic by canal or inland navigation or by any railway 
forming part of the undertaking.  
 
Given the timescales involved and the level of interest from local people who have 
approached us for clarification we would be grateful for an urgent response. 
 

093 

 I understand that Medipower wish to install a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven 
Harbour 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
 
There is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be hazardous. 
Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through our already 
congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. Even with 
modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no knowing 
what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust gases 
from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south westerly 
winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
What then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 

http://www.legislation.gov.uk/uksi/2015/596/pdfs/uksi_20150596_en.pdf


There is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the incineration 
process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site by further 
road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted streets and 
where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 
This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 
Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused. 
 

094 

As a resident of Telscombe Cliffs and, very soon, Seaford, I am already concerned from a 
pollution, aesthetic and congested roads perspective that, in addition to the already polluting 
waste disposal unit in Newhaven, you are not only considering planning application for a 
Brett Aggregates plant, but also a medical waste disposal unit. These latter proposals are 
two steps too far! Newhaven, already somewhat rundown, cannot take theses further 
measures. 
 
May I urge you to please reject these proposals? 
 

095 

I am writing to object to the proposed medical waste incinerator in the Newhaven Harbour 
area. 
The ten loads of hazardous waste per day travelling through our built up area would be an 
unacceptable risk. 
The toxic fumes which would be blown by prevailing winds over the residential area of 
Seaford is an unacceptable health hazzard.   
The ash fall out would be unacceptable in this residential area. 
Residue waste and contaminated water which has to be disposed of is also an unacceptable 
risk in this area both to wildlife and humans. 
This area is on the edge of Tidemills a nature reserve forming part of the SDNPA any 
contamination or leak from the incinerator could have a devistating effect on the wildlife and 
people swimming in this area. 
The area has just had a hotel application approved.  A clinical waste incinerator is not an 
appropriate development for an area which is trying to build a good tourism reputation. 
There is a development plan for the harbour.  This proposal doesn't meet the criteria for that 
plan. 
 
Newhaven and Seaford are the nearest seaside resorts to the county town Lewes. 
They are set in a stunning countryside location and have the potential to be valuable tourist 
destinations.  We should only allow development which improves Newhaven Harbour as a 
visitor attraction and holiday destination. This development would be highly off putting to 
potential visitors. 
For these reasons l object to the proposed clinical waste incinerator at Newhaven harbour. 
 
Thank you for hearing my objection.   
 

096 

I can`t believe the government are contemplating this incinerator. The roads in Newhaven 
get grid locked & polluted enough & the TOXIC waste is inconceivable. Where is the ash 
residue going to go. Why do you all consider Newhaven to be a dumping ground find 
somewhere in the Lewes area. NO I didn`t think so. 



 
From a FUMING Newhaven resident  
 

097 

I wish to object to the proposed medical waste incinerator on:- 
1. There is already a waste incinerator in Newhaven that is , allegedly,  operating at a very 
high standard. 
2. Duplication is unnecessary and a waste of resources.  
3. Development downstream of the Ouse bridge should be an asset to the environment not 
to destroy the environment. 
4. The proposed port hotel would be an asset to the town which has been allowed to die due 
to lack of proper planning and incompetence of the Councils. 
5. Medical waste should be incinerated at source and not transported around the country. 
6. The application would increase the traffic locally and the risk of contamination if there 
should be a RTA. 
 

098 

Please note that I strongly oppose this application on the grounds of major traffic increase. 

Air pollution   spoiling the potential amenity use. Thank you. 

099 

I object very strongly on the proposed clinical waste incinerator , because of the pollution  to 
this area in so many ways, the air ,the roads, the disruption and the fantastic views. 
Newhaven is centre to surroundings of natural beauty. 
 
This isn why myself and my husband object most strongly. 
 

100 

I object in the strongest terms to the installation of a medical incinerator in Newhaven 
Harbour. 
The whole site would offer a potential risk of contamination both airborne and via water 
leakage into the local water table. Also prevailing winds would carry pollutants to the 
surrounding areas of Newhaven, Bishopstone and Seaford. 
 
With the possibility of Brett Aggregates pollution being added to the mix in the area future 
levels of contamination look to increase considerably. 
 
I think most of us in the area were hoping that Lewes would be doing its best to attract 
modern digital and online clean industries from overpriced Brighton to come to Newhaven 
with various local tax breaks and encouragements. This would help Newhaven to make it a 
long overdue rising star in East sussex, instead it looks as though Lewes may be about 
create the dirty dumping ground of East Sussex. 
 

101 

I am writing to register my opposition to the proposed medical waste incinerator in 
Newhaven Harbour. I am Head of English at Seahaven Academy and what Newhaven 
needs is decent development that will grow the town positively and provide opportunities for 
community and employment, not another waste unit with few employees and no local 



benefit. You must stop seeing Newhaven as a dumping ground for industry. I have already 
registered my staunch disapproval of the proposed concrete works and now this. 
 
Rest assured I will not rest until this madness is stopped. 
 

102 

I write to object in the strongest possible terms to the application by a company called 
Medipower who have applied for an environmental permit from Lewes District Council to 
operate a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. 

The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. 

Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 

Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 

Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 

Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 

Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 

Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 

There are many projects on going at this time to improve and regenerate Newhaven. The 
new hotel complex on the Newhaven Harbour East Quay which Lewes District Council 
passed the plans for only the other week. The recent announcement of a multi million pound 
face life for the town centre to name just two. 

A facility such as a medical waste incinerator which would handle hazardous medical waste 
sends the wrong message about Newhaven and its future development. Newhaven already 
has one incinerator and the scrap metal mountain. Apart from the adverse traffic problems 
and the air pollution created by that traffic a further incinerator would do nothing for the air 
quality in Newhaven and surrounding area. Such a facility as a medical waste incinerator 
would also send the wrong message about Newhaven in that it would make Newhaven 
appear to be the dumping ground/dust bin for East Sussex in that anything that any other 
town does not want or will not accept can be dumped in Newhaven. 

I object in the strongest possible terms to this application for an environmental permit for 
Medipower for a Medical Waste Incinerator in Newhaven Harbour, it must not be granted.  
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I am writing to express my objection to the proposed medical incinerator to be sited at 
Newhaven. 
  
Newhaven is not a dumping ground.  The sea is not a dumping ground.  If we care for this 
beloved planet, we must not make anywhere a dumping ground.  We each, as individual 
human beings have a responsibility to protect the Earth and we do it by protecting the land 
and sea where we live. 
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I object strongly to any plan to install a medical waste disposal incinerator at 

Newhaven.  The construction and operation of  such plant would offend the natural rights of 

people living in or around the area to enjoy a pollution free and non-hazardous 

environment.  Health damaging drift of toxic materials in any shape or form either airborne or 

waterborne would threaten humanity. This obnoxious scheme must rejected without further 

consideration.  
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I am writing  to object to any planning  consent to be given to the proposed  medical  waste 
disposal facility at Newhaven. 
 
 
 The extra traffic generated by incoming waste would put an extra load on the 
already  burdened  roads.  
 
More worrying is the effect of any contamination to Tide Mills bay or any escaping fumes 
blown on the prevailing wind towards Seaford... my house would be first in line to experience 
this. 
 
All in all I feel a real worry about the detrimental effect such a facility would have on the area 
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Does Newhaven not suffer enough under the immense strain of traffic as it it without even 

more traffic for the proposed Medipower incinerator. My Mother lives in Newhaven, she has 

heart failure so if I need to get to her in a hurry I won't be able to if Brett Aggregates or 

Medipower are passed. Because of this and other factors air pollution is very bad In  the 

town and more often than not blowing over Bishopstone. Being an asthma sufferer  this is 

the last thing I need, never mind industrial or medical waste contaminating  our water should 

there be a leak of some sort. 

Neither of these plants have anything to do with marine life. Please stop using Newhaven as 

a dumping ground and listen to the people that live in or the surrounding areas. 
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I am just writing with the environmental impact along with possible risk to health if this 
company has an approval for their applications. 



Traffic within and around the surrounding areas of Newhaven is already at saturation point 
and does become grid locked frequently. This has increased air pollution within the town and 
any increase of industrial traffic would be a detrimental to the town. 
What is the toxic risk of medical waste and I have concerns around the air quality that could 
also be mixed with the original incinerator. 
I hope you do reject this and have some thought about local residence health and wellbeing. 
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It's just come to my attention that a company called Medipower have applied for an 
environmental permit from Lewes District Council to operate a medical waste incinerator 
within Newhaven Harbour. 
 
I strongly oppose this due to the waste and pollution this will bring to this area which is 
already under threat from other companies (e.g. concrete plant plans), please don't let this 
happen.  
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I am emailing urgently as a possibly deliberate distraction from the Brett Aggregates 
planning application for a Ready Mixed Concrete Plant and Concrete Block Making Factory 
has arisen which presents an equal threat to the town of Newhaven, to Tide Mills and to the 
surrounding area. 
A company called Medipower have applied for an environmental permit from Lewes District 
Council to operate a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. 
From the proposal documents at the following link – 
 http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-
for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/ 
it would appear that Medipower wish to install a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven 
Harbour. 
The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 

http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/


This application for an environmental permit to operate a medical waste incinerator within 
Newhaven or surrounding area must be refused. 
Please email Lewes District Council Environmental Health at Ehealth.ldc@lewes.gov.uk 
before the closing date of the 9th January 2018 to object to this application. The more 
objections sent in the better chance we have that this environmental permit to operate a 
medical waste incinerator within Newhaven will not be granted. 
Thank you once again for your valued support, especially in the face of what would appear 
to be a distraction tactic from the Brett Aggregates campaign 
 

110 

Not more dumping in Newhaven! This town cannot take anymore rubbish been landed on it's 
doorstep. The roads around Newhaven are already at breaking point and to take yet more 
traffic is unreasonable, the air quality in the town is already above the accepted levels. 
Check figures.... 
 
Also say their vehicles are involved in road accidents what happens to the medical waste if it 
is spilt  into the environment not a great thought. 
 
Please do not allow this incinerator as the plans for Newhaven becoming an Enterprise zone 
become laughable. 
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I read with some alarm the proposition for a Medical Waste Incinerator at Newhaven and 
would urge you to refuse this application. Newhaven already suffers from severe traffic 
congestion and the residents of the town and its surroundings would not welcome additional 
traffic, particularly with hazardous waste. Please do not allow this to take place. 
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I am writing to object to the medical waste incinerator at Newhaven Harbour. 
 
The town is doing its best to bring itself up and to add such a commercial unit attracting extra 
traffic and pollution is going in the opposite direction. 
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Please, no more incinerators in Newhaven. I had not been to Newhaven for a while, but was 
horrified when I went back to visit relatives. The place was untidy enough as it is, without 
adding to it. Such a shame, as the harbour has so much potential for loveliness, not mess. 
 
Please acknowledge this complaint, and let me know it has been placed with the correct    
files.  
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I object to this. 
 
Newhaven roads are busy enough with out this.  
Stop polluting the air of Newhaven. How about supporting something green for once.  
 

mailto:Ehealth.ldc@lewes.gov.uk
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I write to object in the strongest possible terms to the application by a company called 
Medipower who have applied for an environmental permit from Lewes District Council to 
operate a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. 
The Environmental Impact Assessment within the proposal documents states that this 
medical waste incinerator would operate Seven Days A Week and would expect a Single 
Non Hazardous Medical Waste Delivery and up to Ten Hazardous Medical Waste Deliveries 
each day. 
Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven and the acknowledged air quality issues that 
already breach regulation levels this additional traffic within Newhaven would be an issue in 
itself. 
Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of which would appear to be expected to be 
hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous medical waste being transported through 
our already congested streets there is the possible pollution issue when it is incinerated. 
Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to the exhaust chimney there can be no 
knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There is reliable evidence that the exhaust 
gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can be toxic. Given the prevailing south 
westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process. How would that be treated or disposed of. Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water. The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. 
Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which may still be hazardous if the 
incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would need to be removed from site 
by further road transport, again transported through our already congested and polluted 
streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be finally disposed of. 
Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and should not be sited within 
Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding residential area. 
There are many projects on going at this time to improve and regenerate Newhaven. The 
new hotel complex on the Newhaven Harbour East Quay which Lewes District Council 
passed the plans for only the other week. The recent announcement of a multi million pound 
face life for the town centre to name just two. 
A facility such as a medical waste incinerator which would handle hazardous medical waste 
sends the wrong message about Newhaven and its future development. Newhaven already 
has one incinerator and the scrap metal mountain. Apart from the adverse traffic problems 
and the air pollution created by that traffic a further incinerator would do nothing for the air 
quality in Newhaven and surrounding area. Such a facility as a medical waste incinerator 
would also send the wrong message about Newhaven in that it would make Newhaven 
appear to be the dumping ground/dust bin for East Sussex in that anything that any other 
town does not want or will not accept can be dumped in Newhaven. 
I object in the strongest possible terms to this application for an environmental permit for 
Medipower for a Medical Waste Incinerator in Newhaven Harbour, it must not be granted.  
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I strongly oppose this application.  We were promised Clean - Green - Marine development 

for the regeneration of Newhaven Port.  A Medical Waste Incinerator is none of those 

things.  We already have an incinerator that nobody in the town wanted.  Now the Port 

Authority is attempting to introduce even more undesirable and inappropriate industry into 

this town which is already choked by traffic. 
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I am writing about my objection to the proposal for the installation of a medical waste 
combustion plant in Newhaven.  
 
Firstly, why has no one in Newhaven had a letter about this? As a resident of Newhaven, my 
belief is that everyone should be made aware of major proposals to their town! It is kept on 
the quiet so no one can object to their proposals. It’s a disgrace! 
 
Once again, Newhaven is turned into a dumping site for ash and dust particles from another 
incinerator! 
 
We must consider the dust particles to the air and the damage this will be on resident’s 
health and the environment! I have seen the risk assessment and this is playing lip service to 
a joke of a risk assessment! It has no mention on the environment or the affect on people’s 
long term health from this incinerator.  
 
Also what about the waste going into the river and the affect this will have on the 
environment and species.  
 
That’s not even mentioning the lack of road infrastructure that we have in Newhaven. Have 
you seen the roads in Newhaven recently?! Monitor it and see how bad it already is. It says 
in the risk assessment that there will only be one delivery per day. That simply won’t be the 
case with the workers proposed to be there and this would undoubtedly be increased.  
 
I wholeheartedly object and do NOT want this to go ahead! I want to be kept informed about 
each step of this disgrace of a planning application and have serious worries about the 
impact this has on people’s health, environment and roads on such a small town! 
 
This CANNOT be allowed and should never take place. Seriously, give Newhaven a break!! 
We constantly have to fight our corner from becoming an unliveable town!  
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I would like you to know that I strongly disapprove of any new gasification system proposed 

by Medipower Ltd  in the area of Newhaven. With previous constructions disposing of waste, 

surely this cannot be allowed.  Please give this matter your immediate attention and halt any 

on going proceedure.   
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I strongly object to the above application. What is Newhaven becoming? I thought it’s 
supposed to be being regenerated to encourage people to visit, but instead it’s becoming an 
even dirtier,smellier,noisier and unhealthy place to live. This plant will encourage more 
lorries on our already over crowded roads, more unhealthy pollution, more noise and if the 
other plans go ahead for the cement works etc, who would want to visit Newhaven? There 
are far too many residents living around all the other planned heavy industrial plants and 
now another one wants to be added?!!!! really not a good combination. Plans for an Hotel on 
the Quayside as well. Would anybody really want to stay there? I know I wouldn’t. This 
MUST NOT be allowed 
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It has been brought to my attention that a permit has been requested to build a medical 
incinerator in Newhaven and I would strongly like to raise an objection to this. 



 
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air pollution 
must be the biggest concern along with the fact where will all of the incinerated products be 
disposed of. This will also increase the volume of traffic to an already unbearable problem 
where Newhaven becomes a bottle neck at times  You do not even want to venture to and 
from this area at certain times of the day. 
 
When there is  a westerly wind this will be blowing towards Seaford, which is a beautiful 
desirable place to live, this will alter this area immensely and people will stop moving this 
way which  could in turn destroy the town and it's surrounding areas, who knows what smell 
will be emitted from this and whether they are actually toxic which could potentially  result in 
future ailments for its residents. 
 
In the current DN magazine it states that 38 million is to be used  to transform Newhaven 
with a hotel, shopping center and new homes etc, surely this incinerator will deter anyone 
from coming to Newhaven and will not generate the 100 million income that they are hoping 
for.  
 
Please do not consider this, let them build this in some remote area, we are trying to make 
this part of the South Coast more desirable to live, work and for holidaymakers to enjoy to 
keep our communities thriving and not for them to become desolate grey run down areas 
that have happened to certain areas in the past, lets learn by mistakes not to  create future 
ones. 
 
Lets make Newhaven, Seaford and surrounding areas beautiful and places you want to be 
and enjoy. I am sure this would not be considered if it was Kensington and Chelsea 
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Regarding the pending application for an incinerator on the East Quay, Newhaven, a couple 
of questions: 
 
(a) What exactly is to be incinerated?  
 
(b) Has the option of using the existing incinerator been considered (even if a separate 
room/structure is needed)? 
 
(c) What is to be done with the resulting ash/remains? 
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I object this application on the grounds it is completely against the plans for newhaven 
regeneration. 
Turning newhaven into an ugly non tourist friendly low value industry industrial dump. 
Stop!!!! 
Make good on the plans you only just unveiled, put money into this town and build it into a 
tourist destination, a high value and green job creator, it’s so short sighted to fill it with waste 
and aggregate! 
It must be stopped. 
 

123 

I wish to register my opposition to this application.  



Newhaven already have an Incinerator, with dozens of lorries coming to and from North 
Quay 360 days a year. Our town cannot take any further vehicle movements, and we should 
not be expected to take another incinerator, polluting our air with dust particle pollution and 
toxins.  
A second incinerator would lead to exposure to chemicals through emissions and dioxins 
getting into the food chain. To the North of our Port we are surrounded by fields where crops 
are grown. Crops which go into our food chain......even that of the people of Lewes, who will 
also be taking in toxins and pollutants. 
Newhaven may be a working  Port, but it WAS a working fishing port with many other 
Industries dotted around the town, which brought many jobs with them. Slowly we have lost 
virtually every Business which brought jobs to our town. The French owned NPP are willing 
to pollute our town, to one end....to ensure that the ferry remains operating, to ensure 
Dieppe remains a vibrant and flourishing town, and TO HELL with Newhaven!  
It would be a waste of money for LDC to spend £35million on revamping our town, and 

building a hotel. When the ferry comes into port, passing the proposed Brett Aggregates 

dust, noise and air Pollution 24hrs a day, then a huge pile of scrap metal which never seems 

to be removed, (only added to) then an incinerator burning Medical Waste, would you 

honestly want to stay in a hotel In This area?? Of course not!  Why did we fight two Wars to 

ensure the French were freed from German tyranny? Twice in History the French just gave 

up whilst the Germans took over their country (and many others too).Why did we bother? 

They are hell bent on putting anything in our Port which will give them an income, and to hell 

with our health and polluted air. These pollutants and that of the vehicles bringing in this 

waste will reach all of you working in Lewes, and living in surrounding villages, it will also be 

in the food chain. We urge you to stop polluting this town 
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The Friends of Tide Mills, a local, voluntary group who undertake to keep Tide Mills the 
special quiet, open space it is between Newhaven and Seaford, would like to submit the 
following statement into the Permit application for a medical waste incinerator inside 
Newhaven Port, and shortly to be considered by LDC; 
 
The Friends of Tide Mills, whilst not against relevant enterprise inside Newhaven port, are 
nonetheless severely concerned about the introduction of an additional incinerator in 
Newhaven. Allowing this incinerator inside the Port will send the message that Newhaven is 
becoming a "dumping ground", and not the forward looking town and port they are vying to 
become.  
 
By relevant enterprise we mean modern, clean operations that are both fully aligned with the 
Port Master Plan and Newhaven Town development plan- which as you know aim to position 
both the Port and Town as a magnet for clean, green enterprise of the 21st. Century. This 
application is not just at variance with these aims but, because it is not at all marine based, 
should not be sited within the port anyway. 
 
This operation, not being port dependant, could and should be sited elsewhere to allow other 
more relevant, port dependant, applications, more aligned with the Port Master Plan, to set 
up in the future. 
 
In terms of direct consequence of this application to the Site of National Conservation 
Interest that the adjacent open recreation area of Tide Mills is, and apart from the obvious 
concerns about air born pollution, we also have a major concern about waste water run off, 
which this application will undoubtedly generate. It should also be born in mind that Tide 
Mills is an increasingly valuable economic asset to the wider Lewes District, in terms of 
visitor numbers (a great proportion of which are from outside the immediate area)- this 



applicatiion would likely deter visits when it becomes widely known that "there is another 
incinerator" just inside the Port..... 
 
If the permit is granted (which the Friends of Tide Mills obviously hope it will not) the 
limitations on amount and type of waste must be clearly specified, and certainly not in 
excess of what the application is asking for. Similarly, on lorry movements i.e size, numbers 
and timings. These permit restrictions will be very important into the future, and must be 
monitored against infringement to prevent "expansion by creep". 
 
Finally we feel only rail access should be permitted to prevent HGV traffic being added to the 
already totally inadequate road system in Newhaven and the surrounding area. 
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                 I wish to make the following observations and representations concerning this 
application: 
 
1. The application details are surely incorrect? The plans clearly outline two plants operating 
from the premises, one dealing with 12 tonnes of non - hazardous waste per day and the 
other with 9.75 tonnes of hazardous clinical waste. Even these figures are subject to 
inaccuracies as another part of the plan states a figure of 8500 tonnes per year (i.e. 23.3 
tonnes per day for both plants). Which is correct - 12 tonnes, 21.75 tonnes or 23.3 tonnes? 
Is 20+ tonnes per day `small`? 
2. If two plants are operating the number of vehicle movements will quite obviously not be 2 
per day. If 13 staff each come by car then that is 26 alone. I would suggest a minimum figure 
of 50 vehicle movements per day is a rather more accurate assessment of the situation with 
both plants operating in tandem. This would contradict the council`s stated objective to 
reduce the impact on the AQM region. 
3. How local is local? The impression is given that the plant will service `local` needs using a 
`local` clinical waste services company. I hardly think that 20 tonnes of nappies per week is 
being produced locally! Does this not fly in the face of the stated requirement to keep 
operations like this close to source under the waste hierarchy strategy? Even better, why not 
encourage recycling of nappies - i.e. wash them! 
4.  One part of the plan gives a 3 metre stack, then a figure of 4 metres above the highest 
point of the building is stated and finally a `supplementary` 4 metres on top of that. The stack 
is obviously not three metres. If the highest part of the building is 8 metres, the final height 
might be anything from 11 to 22 metres (66 feet!) under these nebulous terms.  
5. The main immediate risk assessment, that of explosion, is not even addressed under the 
risk assessment section. That is a major risk with gasification plants. It would seem the plant 
being proposed is a 2018 prototype with serial number 1. What testing has taken place on 
the pressure components and failure mechanisms in respect of explosion? 
6. Because there are scrubbers, cyclones and filter bags "there will be no smoke" is the 
applicants bold statement. That is not just wrong it is a lie. 20 tonnes of nappies, umpteen 
tonnes of plastic and all that saline will create a supreme cocktail of chemicals, not least 
dioxins. If it is not smoke then why have a 66 foot chimney and then monitor for dust 
and "contaminated exhaust gases" such as hydrochloric acid on an hourly basis? Best of all, 
dioxins and furans are not even going to be monitored. Incredible! And then there is the 
question of whether radioactive material with a short half - life - common in medical waste -
  is going to be included in the `non - hazardous` mix. 
7.  With respect to 6 above, why is this important? At the time of the application for the 
Municipal Waste Incinerator just up the river the (then) East Sussex, Brighton and Hove 
Health Authority carried out a health impact assessment led by the (then) Weald Primary 
Care Trust. As part of this assessment the National Chemical Incident Response Service 
(CIRS) were asked for their views. The conclusion by all parties was that "there were 
significant health risks, especially given the surrounding dense population". The applicant for 



this scheme claims that human health is not a planning consideration. This is incorrect. The 
Waste Regulations 2011 state that " A planning authority must have regard to the following 
provisions of the Waste Framework Directive when exercising its planning functions to the 
extent that those functions relate to waste  management - (a) Article 13"  Article 13 of the 
Waste Framework Directive is clear: "Member States shall take the necessary measures to 
ensure that waste management is carried out without endangering human health, without 
harming the environment and, in particular: (a) without risk to water, air, soil, plants or 
animals;  (b) without causing a nuisance through noise or odours; and  (c) without adversely 
affecting the countryside or places of special interest."  
 
This is recognised in Annex 1 (Paragraph 055 of the Waste Section) of the Planning Practice 
Guidance, which states: "Planning Authorities must have  regard to the provisions of Article 
13 when exercising planning functions to the extent that those functions relate to waste 
management. This is to ensure that any waste is handled in a manner which guards against 
harm to human health and the environment when exercising their planning functions to the 
extent that those functions relate to waste management".  
 
Furthermore, National Planning Policy Guidance states that: “In shaping local criteria for 
inclusion in Local Plans and considering planning applications in the meantime, it is 
important to be clear that:  
 
• the need for renewable or low carbon energy does not automatically override 
environmental protections;  
• cumulative impacts require particular attention...; ...  
• great care should be taken to ensure heritage assets are conserved in a manner 
appropriate to their significance, including the impact of proposals on views important to their 
setting;  
 
• proposals in National Parks and Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty, and in areas close 
to them where there could be an adverse impact on the protected area, will need careful 
consideration;  
 
• protecting local amenity is an important consideration which should be given proper weight 
in planning decisions.” 
  
Health impacts are likely to be many and varied, but to give a flavour of likely problem areas 
two are outlined below. Remarkably the Department of Health has still not yet made any 
assessment of the effect on public health of emissions from incinerators! 
 
 
Environ Int. 2014 Aug;69:120-32. doi: 10.1016/j.envint.2014.04.003. Epub 2014 May 12. 
 
Waste incineration and adverse birth and neonatal outcomes: a systematic review. 
 
Ashworth DC1, Elliott P2, Toledano MB3. 
  
we identified a number of higher quality studies reporting significant positive relationships 
with broad groups of congenital anomalies, warranting further investigation -  
associations for neural tube and heart defects and stronger associations with facial clefts 
and urinary tract defects. There is limited evidence for an association between incineration 
and twinning  
 
 
Cancer mortality in towns in the vicinity of incinerators and installations for the 
recovery or disposal of hazardous waste. 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24831282
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ashworth%20DC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24831282
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Elliott%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24831282
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Toledano%20MB%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=24831282


 
García-Pérez J1, Fernández-Navarro P, Castelló A, López-Cima MF, Ramis R, Boldo E, 
López-Abente G. 
 
RESULTS:  
 
Excess cancer mortality (BYM model: relative risk, 95% credible interval) was detected in the 
total population residing in the vicinity of these installations as a whole (1.06, 1.04-1.09), 
and, principally, in the vicinity of incinerators (1.09, 1.01-1.18) and scrap metal/end-of-life 
vehicle handling facilities, in particular (1.04, 1.00-1.09). Special mention should be made of 
the results for tumors of the pleura (1.71, 1.34-2.14), stomach (1.18, 1.10-1.27), liver (1.18, 
1.06-1.30), kidney (1.14, 1.04-1.23), ovary (1.14, 1.05-1.23), lung (1.10, 1.05-1.15), leukemia 
(1.10, 1.03-1.17), colon-rectum (1.08, 1.03-1.13) and bladder (1.08, 1.01-1.16) in the vicinity 
of all such installations. 
CONCLUSIONS:  
 
Our results support the hypothesis of a statistically significant increase in the risk of dying 
from cancer in towns near incinerators and installations for the recovery or disposal of 
hazardous waste. 
 
In conclusion I trust you will consider these comments as part of the deliberations on this 
application. 
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Email received but no message 

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Garc%C3%ADa-P%C3%A9rez%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Fern%C3%A1ndez-Navarro%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Castell%C3%B3%20A%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=L%C3%B3pez-Cima%20MF%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Ramis%20R%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Boldo%20E%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=L%C3%B3pez-Abente%20G%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23160082
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As a resident of Newhaven, I write to object to the planning permission for the medical waste 
incinerator. 
 
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air Pollution 
must be the biggest concern.  Second must be how and where will any ash/residue be 
disposed of. Thirdly would be the increased lorry traffic as this medical waste would need to 
be bought into the site by some means and the ash/residue then be disposed of after 
incineration.  
 
Given the prevailing South Westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across 
Tide Mills and directly to Seaford. Given that this is medical waste there is no knowing what 
might be incinerated, it could even be toxic.   
 
I politely request that my objection be taken seriously and the permission denied.  
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I  strongly object to this application on several grounds. 
1. The health and safety of Seaford and Newhaven will be compromised especially 

since these areas are subject to the south westerly winds. Any fumes and smoke will 
inevitably affect the people of Seaford and Newhaven. 

2. Bearing in mind there is already an application for an aggregate plant another plant 
will make a much treasured  and unique area an industrial wasteland. 

3. Tide Mills IS unique ..... one of the few "WILD" areas on the south coast attracting 
walkers, bird watchers and people wishing to use the only bit of sandy beach in this 
area.  

4. Any Industrial use will create a danger to the birdlife, insects and wild flowers of the 
area. 

5. It is a recreational  area which should be preserved for that use especially with so 
much house building going one.  

6. How can you guarantee that the waste will not be toxic whether deliberately or by 
mistake.... bearing in mind  we are talking about medical waste. 

7. Why does such a plant ... even if necessary... has to built in such a sensitive area. 
There is an industrial estate nearby where there is already a huge , monstrous 
incinerator which can be seen from miles around and is certainly a blot on the 
landscape. Cannot not be housed there. 

8. Tide Mills is rich in history ......you only have to visit it   or research in the local 
museum to see that. 

9. Lastly ...... I would like to ask members of the Planning Department and the Planning 
Committee if they would like to live near this proposed plant ???????? And have they 
ever visited Tide Mills? 

Judging by most planning applications  of this nature you have probably decided in the 
company's favour but YOU SHOULD TAKE NOTE OF THE OBJECTIONS and act 
accordingly. I really do fear for the future of this area which since moving to Seaford have 
grown to appreciate. 
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I have recently seen the above application advertised in the Sussex Express. 
 
I wish to register my objection to this application on the following grounds. 
 



 Newhaven already endures air pollution above recommended limits, this proposal will 
surely add to this problem. 

 I note that the waste is meant to be non-hazardous but what does this mean and 
what safeguards are in place to ensure this is adhered too. 

 Newhaven does not need another plant of this nature, despite tens of thousands of 
objections to the incinerator on North Quay (sorry, Energy from Waste plant) it still 
went ahead and must be contributing to the poor air quality in the town via its 
emissions and lorries bringing in the waste. 

 The only access to East Quay at this time is along residential streets and adding 
more traffic and subsequent exhaust pollution cannot be good. 

 Yet more traffic coming into Newhaven's already very often gridlocked roads again 
will add to poor air quality. 

 There are currently proposals to build more than 800 homes in Newhaven, some 
very close to where this plant is proposed, this cannot be good. 

 The most obvious question must be if this waste is to be incinerated why is it not 
being done at the existing plant on North Quay? 

 If the answer to the above is that this waste must be treated differently this again 
questions it's non-hazardous nature. 

 
It is about time Newhaven stopped being used as the dumping ground for everything that 
nobody else wants.  Indeed the Port Authorities Master Plan states that only green and clean 
industries should be encouraged to set up in the harbour area, this is hardly that.   
 
Newhaven needs regeneration not degradation.  
 
I urge you to turn this application down. 
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I am disgusted by the plan for a second incinerator on the east beach. I have recently moved 
to Newhaven and have been shocked and appalled by the local councils disregard to the 
health and wellbeing of Newhaven's residence. 
We can not access the West Arm or the sandy beach, there is planning applications for a 
concrete factory on the east beach and now this. 
a second incinerator  will ruin the future of the town and ensure that the quality of our and 
our children's lives will not improve. Moral is down already as we feel that we are not a 
concern in the plans for the future of Newhaven.  
Health is impacted already by the pollution and air quality from the incinerator. Please give 
Newhaven the chance and funding to become the amazing sea side town that many of us 
already experience.  
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I confirm my objection to this proposed installation as it will unquestionably have a negative 

impact on local air pollution. 
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I write to object strongly to the application for a Medical Waste Incinerator situated in the 
Port of Newhaven. 
The application looks innocuous enough with words like ‘small', 'the usage of the waste 
generation' and 'only 12 Tonnes'. 
 



Is this an incinerator with no external exhaust whatsoever?  Nothing whatever exhausting 
into the local atmosphere? Nothing whatsoever  of a carcinogenic nature, no gases whatever 
to blow over and around properties to leeward of the prevailing  SW Wind i.e. Denton, 
Bishopstone, villages to the north,  all of the local Supermarkets, Industries and their car 
parking areas, the nearby roads, the beaches? Do you have an absolute, complete and 
written guaranteed statement in answer to these concerns? 
 
Why the Port of Newhaven?  Is this application complete with no guaranteed intention 
whatever, either now or at any future date of expansion? 
 
I would suggest that that this is the thin end of the wedge and like all planning applications, 
once agreed to, the proposals become larger, much larger. I would suggest that the long 
term plan is, in fact, to import medical waste from France and the near Continent by sea.  A 
lucrative trade indeed. 
 
As a retired Shipmaster I have a great deal of experience of ships and the sea.  Coastal 
vessels bringing medical waste to Newhaven will inevitably have to anchor off 
Newhaven/Seaford, probably frequently.  To anchor in an area of prevailing Westerly/South 
Westerly gale force winds.  Anchoring can be hazardous.  Anchors drag, they can drop off, 
the cables can fracture under great strain, there can be engine failure.  It would not be the 
first time that vessels have ended up on Seaford beach.  I have seen them, including a 
British Rail Ferry.   
 
It will not be cases of BMW motorbikes which end up on our shore as they did, further along 
the coast, from an MSC Container vessel in more recent times, it would be medical waste  
including amputated arms, legs, diseased body parts, infected blood, needles, pads, 
bandages, surgical gloves and mountains of soiled Nappies.  You might say that that this is 
fanciful, or exaggerated that it could not happen?  But you do not have the many years of 
worldwide seagoing experience that I have.  It most certainly could happen. 
 
If there is any thought of importing medical waste by sea it must be rejected out of hand. 
 
I, and all residents should be continually awake to this and require rock solid, cast iron 
guarantees that no medical waste will ever be imported by sea.  
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As a resident of Seaford, please consider this as my objection to the Medipower Ltd 
application for a permit to build and mobilise a Medical Waste Incinerator site within 
Newhaven Harbour.  
  
My objections are this will increase a already over pressured infer structure and it concerns 
me how this will affect the air quality for residents in the wider area. 
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As a loyal resident of Seaford, please consider this as my objection to the Medipower Ltd 
application for a permit to build and mobilise a Medical Waste Incinerator site within 
Newhaven Harbour.  
 
My objections are three-fold: 
1 – the air pollution is likely to spread across Newhaven and into Seaford  
2 – the ashes/ dust created from burning the waste also need to be disposed of and disposal 
intentions are unclear which concerns me 



3 – the incinerator will create yet another eye-sore in an already increasingly ugly sprawl 
 
Would it not be better to regenerate Newhaven as a thriving harbour town? 
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We are writing to object in the strongest possible terms to the proposed development of a 
medical waste incineration plant at Newhaven Harbour. The proposal reference has been 
made by Medipower Ltd. 
The case against this development receiving planning permission is overwhelming and 
needs to be considered under three broad headings. First, there is extremely powerful 
environmental case to be made simply on the evidence provided by Lewes District Council 
Local Plan (LDCLP) itself. The Council has made it clear in the past that its objective is to 
attract clean, green high-tech companies and employment to this area. This proposed 
development, however, represents the antithesis of this objective.  The burning of medical 
waste will undoubtedly increase the air pollution in an area already suffering from 
exceptionally high levels of environmental pollution.  The already highly congested stretch of 
road which will be used to undertake the delivery of medical waste and then the removal of 
ash and residue creates further problems.  Furthermore, the strong prevailing westerly 
direction of the wind will ensure the pollution created by this development will be liberally 
distributed over the town of Seaford. To my knowledge, no impact studies have been 
commissioned or reported on the health and pollution impact of this scheme. Equally 
alarming is the fact that once permission is given for one ‘dirty’ industry to occupy the site 
there will be an extremely powerful incentive to allow further applications from other equally 
environmentally dirty and unacceptable industrial developments on the same site. This 
suggestion has already been substantiated by the planning application from Brett 
Aggregates – an equally ‘dirty’ proposal which provoke the same objections concerning air 
pollution and increased lorry traffic. No doubt Medipower will defend their own application on 
the grounds that this is already a polluted site should Brett gain planning permission for the 
proposed development. Conversely, there is no incentive for clean, green industries to 
occupy a site of this sort. The result, therefore, is that the District Council will jeopardise its 
own hopes for cleaner industrial development if it approves this proposal. In short, given 
the amount of effort devoted to the Lewes District Council Local Plan and The East 
Sussex County Council Waste & Minerals Local Plan and the many public statements 
made by councillors endorsing these documents it is inconceivable that the District 
Council should now feel able to execute such a dramatic volte face as to grant 
planning permission for a development which in every way runs diametrically counter 
to those public commitments. 
We would also  emphasise that Newhaven Harbour East Pier is an area of internationally 
recognised vegetated shingle behind the beach while Tide Mills itself is an area of unspoiled 
natural habitat – much of which falls within the South Downs National Park. This proposal 
threatens this unique area of coastline. It is a measure of its importance that the East 
Sussex County Council Waste And Minerals Local Plan, 2017, designates Tide Mills as a 
Site of Nature Conservation Importance and any proposed development on or adjacent to it 
must take account of this status, particularly given the vegetated shingle and grazing marsh 
habitats and the reptile and bird species it holds. I would add that the removal of the Great 
Crested Newts has not been established as completely successful given the tendency of this 
species to move sporadically between sites. This raises important legal issues given the 
protection status of this vulnerable species. The marine environment is also protected as is 
the archaeological potential of the area beneath the ground.   
Given that the proposed development will have a significantly detrimental effect in 
blighting the character of the landscape and the visual amenity it offers, it is 
extremely difficult to comprehend how the Lewes District Council could entertain any 
ideas of passing such an application. This is particularly so as, in most respects, the 
impact of this proposal runs directly contrary to the spirit and letter of the Lewes 



District Council’s own Local Plan. It is equally cavalier in disregarding the 
commitments embodied in Newhaven Harbour’s own Clean, Green Marine Harbour 
Master Plan. 
In stating these objections I would add that there appears to be very little 
compensating benefit for the people of Newhaven in that the plan contains no 
significant incentives, local employment or any other advantages.  
To conclude, therefore, while no one denies that Newhaven needs more industrial 
investment, as even Maria Caulfield, our local MP, has conceded not all such proposals are 
suitable for Newhaven. Given the fundamental conflict between this proposal and everything 
the District Council has said and written in the past, it seems that on public health, 
environmental, ecological, employment and financial grounds this application has no merit 
and should be resolutely rejected. Ultimately, beyond the merits of this particular case this 
application raises the broader issue that if the Council makes commitments which it then 
wantonly disregards it does a massive disservice not only to the electors who they represent 
but to the entire democratic process. 
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Medipower Ltd....again another dirty industry is applying to establish itself in Newhaven. 

Already we have high levels of Air pollution. 

Will this cause further toxins to released into the atmosphere causing more health issues 

and pollution? 

What will the wastes be ?eg Low level  Radioactive Barium?  

What will be the vibrations of the incinerator? There are low frequencies already rumbling 

and causing distress. 

How will the waste be transported? 

There is a major traffic problem facing Newhaven this will just adding to the chaos. 

How many real jobs will this create? 

We need clear green environmentally friendly industries coming to enrich life in Newhaven. 

Not impoverish further. Celebrating the amazing beauty and diversity that Newhaven can 

offer 
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I wish to make a serious objection to this proposal. The Ouse valley already has one 
incinerator that sends noxious smoke into the atmosphere and does not need another. 
Noxious? Yes. We took a number of old VHS tapes to the tip a while ago and asked before 
we dumped them if it was OK to do so. He operative said "Yes, they'll just get burned like 
everything else" so who knows WHAT is being pumped into the air? We don't need medical 
waste as well. 
Dressing it up as a way of generating electricity is simply a bandwagon bribe and we should 
not fall for it. 
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Please stop using Newhaven as a dumping ground - its bad enough having a concrete 

factory trying to get in - a medical waste incinerator will not help. Fumes/traffic etc.. 2000 

children live in Newhaven spare them a thought. 
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We would like to raise our strongest objections regarding the application to you  by 
Medipower Ltd to erect a medical waste incineration plant in Newhaven. 



Myself and my family are long term residents of Bishopstone Road and regular users of 
Tidemills beach between Seaford and Newhaven. Given the prevailing south-westerly winds 
we are  therefore directly affected by the environmental impact of this planned 
development.   Air pollution, traffic built up  and other environmental threats to our 
beautiful region are a major concern. We are currently experiencing a number of applications 
to Lewes and East Sussex authorities from businesses that do not in the least conform to the 
principle of 'Clean, Green & Marine' sectors, building off Newhaven's historic strengths as a 
port town and gateway to the continent’ that was agreed for the development of 
the Newhaven Enterprise Zone. We find it very hard to understand why our local authorities 
do not make use of  the opportunities offered by this plan to 
support proactively developments that would strengthen rather than undermine the area’s 
huge potential as a port town with the unique hinterland of the Sussex Downs and a bay of 
outstanding natural beauty with protected animals and a sanctuary for migrating birds.  
 
 We would like to urge you to adopt a much more imaginative approach to the development 
of Newhaven that will benefit us all and will profit the generations to come. A 
more enlightened vision would  carry local people  with you rather than causing us 
continuing  anxiety with short-sighted . 
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Re Planning application; 
The company known as Medipower Limited of Shed 4A Newhaven Port, East Quay, 
Newhaven, East Sussex, BN9 0BN has applied to Lewes District Council for a permit to 
operate an advanced gasification system – small waste incineration plant at Newhaven port 
to dispose of non-hazardous medical waste. 
 
I write as an objector to the above application. 
 
Reasons; 
The road infrastructure of the A259 does not support the addition of further lorries travelling 
East or West, especially West. The roads within Newhaven are even less capable of 
sustaining any traffic increase. Severe delays are already experienced travelling East in the 
morning and West through the town from mid afternoon. 
Complaints for several years about the congestion have not produced an improvement.  
 
Newhaven already has an Energy Recovery Facility, ERF. Despite objections from local 
councils and residents, ESCC saw fit to grant that application. We were promised airborne 
particles would be minimal, no waste on site as all waste would be ‘lorried’ directly into the 
incinerator and residents would not know it was there. 
As is always the case with these applications promises/conditions are never adhered to.  
We frequently have smells drift across Newhaven, Denton, Bishopstone and Seaford. 
Despite assurances they do not come from the incinerator, the residents know they did not 
have them before the ERF was built, but do now. 
If we have smells then we have airborne pollutants, a subject I will discuss further.  
A recent major fire that burned for a week at the site dispelled the myth that no ‘rubbish’ 
would be stored on site. 
Residents were warned to stay indoors and close windows and doors. This precaution 
necessary for health reasons.  
 
I quote from the; 
East Sussex, South Downs and Brighton & Hove Waste and Minerals Development 
Framework 
Information Paper 4 Waste Management Methods and Technologies 
October 2011 



 
Paragraph; 
3.33 There is often a negative public perception of ERFs due to perceived risks to public 
health through emissions. However, the Health Protection Agency states that while it is 
not possible to rule out adverse health effects completely, any potential damage from 
modern, well run and regulated incinerators is likely to be so small that it would be 
undetectable(9). 
 
So by the admission of ESCC yourselves you cannot rule out an ERF could be detrimental 
to health. Therefore why is ANY risk being taken with our health. We already have one ERF 
therefore any more just compounds and multiplies that risk.  
 
ESCC are legally bound by the European Human Right Articles to provide us with a safe and 
secure family life. 
Exposing us to possible health risks is in breach of these articles.  
 
Worse case scenario is that the air pollutants are carcinogenic, as well as having other 
adverse health pollutants. 
As mentioned earlier, we, the residents, do believe we are being subjected to air pollutants 
from the present ERF, we can smell it. 
 
I note no mention is made in the risk assessment attached to the application, of this risk. I 
would have expected this to have been top of the list. For me this discredits the whole risk 
assessment and therefore the application should be refused on this emittance alone. i.e. if 
part of the application process is flawed then it is all flawed. 
 
To allow a further ERF in Newhaven from which adverse, ‘health effects are possible’, and 
only ‘likely’, to be small, could be disastrous.  If there is any ‘likely’ risk to our health, the 
application should not be supported. 
The residents of Newhaven deserve/demand the same rights as the rest of East Sussex, to 
live with our families, safely. 
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Email sent but no message 
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I am objecting to the proposed incinerator because I believe toxic pollution of the 
environment is likely with medical waste, otherwise it would be safe to be disposed of in the 
normal council collection or taken to the dump. 
As a Rate Payer living in Seaford I will be subjected to wind born atmospheric 
contamination. 
 
Please reject this Planning Application. 
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I am writing to express y opposition for the planning application for medipower to build an 
incinerator  upwind from me. 
 
12 tons of waste is going to be burnt per day, so raising the amount of traffic. We do not 
know what is going to be burnt, but it is likely to be toxic. The ashes will need to be disposed. 
The fumes and other pollution will be blown by the prevailing south westerlies over Seaford. 
Since the incinerator has been built similar clouds of fumes have been blown over seaford 



and birling gap, and the only explanation we have had is that the french or an anonymous 
ship were responsible. Why add to the amount of fumes being blown over seaford. Surely 
money cant talk that much 
 
I urge the planning application will be turned down 
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We would like to raise an objection to the proposal for medical waste disposal here.  You are 
destroying this once lovely area making it no more than an industrial site.  The traffic is 
already unbearable, more is ludicrous.  It is getting impossible to move around freely.  
People here surely deserve some sane decisions to allow normal life to run. 
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I am very concerned to learn that in addition to the Brett cement and aggregrate company 
applying for construction permit Medipower Ltd are applying to build a medical waste 
incinerator in Newhaven Harbour.   
 
I strongly object to both applications.  Newhaven is a bottle-neck for heavy traffic already. 
|Heavy vehicles in addition to those already going to and from the existing incinerator will 
make life intolerable both for those who live there and those who travel daily through it.  I 
have frequently sat in traffic jams for 20 minutes or more waiting to get over the 
bridge.  Local residents have to suffer this on a daily basis. 
 
Apart from dust and pollution from the cement and aggregate proposition the the south-west 
winds that prevail would carry possibly toxic pollution from the incinerator across Seaford as 
well. 
 
In addition, Tide Mills is an area of historical and natural interest which a great many local 
residents treasure and enjoy as a quiet retreat and it should be preserved.   
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I wish to object to the planning application for a small medical waste incinerator on the 
grounds that the amount of lorries going to and  from this plant would add a considerable 
amount of traffic to an already congested road. The opening of the Newhaven swing bridge, 
at any time of the day, even for a few minutes causes considerable tailback on both sides of 
the river and to add lorries to this traffic would result in further unnecessary delays to the 
traffic flow. 
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I am writing to object to the application by Medipower to build a Medical Waste Incinerator. 
Newhaven Harbour is not an appropriate site for this installation. 
 The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air Pollution is 
my main  concern.  Secondly  how and where will any ash/residue be disposed of? Thirdly, 
is the issue of increased lorry traffic as this medical waste would need to be bought into the 
site by some means and the ash/residue then be disposed of after incineration. The roads 
through the town and surrounding it are gridlocked daily, causing air pollution which has 
been deemed to be high. 
We already have one incinerator in Newhaven. Must the Council use our town as a dumping 
ground for waste! 
What about Lewes Council's vision of 'clean, green and  marine?  
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I am writing to say that I wholeheartedly object to the above since I live on Transit Road in 
Newhaven and am very worried for myself and my children as to how this may impact on our 
health and the health of everyone in the local area.  Both my children suffer from asthma and 
I have mild COPD, so I feel that the potentially toxic air could be seriously damaging.  I 
protested against the Newhaven incinerator at County Hall in Lewes, which clearly did not 
result in a positive outcome and yet another incineration plant would just add insult to injury. 
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I wish to strongly object to the application made by Medipower Ltd to process medical waste 

within Newhaven Harbour. This is in addition to that submitted by Brett Aggregates to 

construct a concrete manufacturing plant on Fisher Quay.  I live just off Beach Road, East 

Side and am concerned about Air Pollution, Disposal of Ash Residue and additional traffic. 

Newhaven does not need more dirty industry especially when the town has been victim of so 

many crass developments dressed up as "regeneration", for which, look no further than the 

wretched and inappropriate West Quay development. 
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I am writing to object to the proposal for a medical waste incinerator being created at the 
Tide Mills site.  The Newhaven/Seaford costal areas are becoming an area for industrial 
waste having already seen the erection of the huge incinerator in Newhaven and the 
problems this has caused.  As residents we are being subjected to unknown amounts of 
pollution and any risks to health this may cause and a further incinerator will increase any 
risks as yet undetermined.  The effects on the area are negative and we are already 
witnessing a huge increase in heavy vehicles restricting the flow of traffic around the 
Newhaven town in an already congested area!  It is the only exit and entrance into the area 
for many residents.  The whole area is being dragged into decline by lack of investors when 
it should be promoted and rejuvenated to protect it’s natural coastal beauty.  Applications for 
incinerators of waste materials should be directed away from populated areas to minimise 
impact on local communities. 
 
Please support your residents and reject this proposal. 
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I wish to object to the proposed medical waste incinerator in Newhaven Harbour and the 
application for permit to run such a plant.  
 
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious: 
  

1. Air Pollution. What are the measures proposed to limit any air pollution from the 
incinerator and have studies been done on the composition of such pollution and any 
toxic elements it may contain ? 

2. Disposal of residue. How will any ash, residue or waste following incineration be 
disposed of and where. 

3. Traffic - medical waste would need to be brought onto the site. What provisions are 
being made to minimise traffic flow of (probably) large lorries through the town and 
into the harbour area,  with the expected increase in fumes, noise and environmental 
blight associated with such traffic.  



4. Given the prevailing South-westerly winds, any airborne pollution would be blown 
across the Seaford beach and Tide Mills, and on towards Seaford. Given this is 
medical waste, there is no knowing what might be incinerated and what the toxic 
outfall might be. This in a National Park that seeks to attract visitors to enjoy the area 
for various activities such as walking, cycling and swimming.  

5. East Sussex district and county councils seem determined to turn Newhaven into an 
industrial waste centre that will become a blight on the beautiful South Downs and 
adversely affect the lives of thousands of people without providing any direct benefit 
to local residents in significant amounts of guaranteed jobs or regeneration of the 
area. 
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As a resident in the local area I strongly object to the proposal for yet another polluting 
industrial development to be located in Newhaven on the edge of Seaford Bay and the 
recently created National Park.  
 
The proposal can only serve to add to the volume of air borne pollutants, both from the 
incineration process itself and from the associated increase in lorry traffic. This is an area 
which should be protected for the benefit of residents and visitors not sacrificed to the needs 
of various environmentally harmful industries.  
 
It would appear that the previous decision to allow the building of a waste incinerator in 
Newhaven has opened the floodgates to applications from various environmentally harmful 
industrial concerns.  Unless firm action is taken to limit this type of development it would 
seem likely that Newhaven will become a dumping ground for industries that would be 
unwelcome elsewhere on the south coast 
 

154 

I am writing with regard to a planning application that has come to my attention, for a 
medical waste incinerator in Newhaven. 
 
I would sincerely hope this application will not be given ANY consideration for permission in 
Newhaven. 
 
I had been given to understand that Newhaven was due for regeneration, yet now all I see is 
applications for more and more industrial 
 
expansion. Potential pollution and destruction of the Tidemills bay, wildlife and even 
encroaching into Seaford Bay. 
 
Surely we should be proud of our coastline and be looking to enhance it.  
The ferry is to continue for at least another five years, bringing 
 
potential visitors to our coastal town, let us please look to developing it for the better. 
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I wish to object to this application. 
 Newhaven already ' house' Veolia's Incinerator. We do not want, or need a second 
incinerator in our town. Medical waste can be syringes and needles, soiled dressings etc. 
But, also body parts (amputations, cancerous body parts, and even foetus). 
If there is a need for such an incinerator, why not ask Veolia if they can make a 'variation of 
use' or if they already have an incinerator for Medical Waste somewhere else. 



Newhaven is already gridlocked with traffic, and ANY additional vehicles causing further 
chaos Is wholly unacceptable.. We are NOT the Counties dumping ground! 
Build it in Lewes, as Lewes is more central to the County, and it's routes from major 
Hospitals in the County , Where is medical waste disposed off at present? 
I object strongly on the grounds of Health to our population.  
We already have high levels of carbon dioxide pollution from lorries into and back out of, 
Veolia's Incinerator, lorries to the port, congestion under the fly-over ( where the lorries 
access New Road and the Incinerator)  but also to the railway station, bus stop adjacent to it, 
and acess for all lorries to the Port. 
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It has been brought to my attention that a permit has been requested to build a medical 
incinerator in Newhaven and I would strongly like to raise an objection to this. 
 
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air pollution 
must be the biggest concern along with the fact where will all of the incinerated products be 
disposed of. This will also increase the volume of traffic to an already unbearable problem 
where Newhaven becomes a bottle neck at times  You do not even want to venture to and 
from this area at certain times of the day. 
 
When there is  a westerly wind this will be blowing towards Seaford, which is a beautiful 
desirable place to live, this will alter this area immensely and people will stop moving this 
way which  could in turn destroy the town and it's surrounding areas, who knows what smell 
will be emitted from this and whether they are actually toxic which could potentially  result in 
future ailments for its residents. 
 
In the current DN magazine it states that 38 million is to be used  to transform Newhaven 
with a hotel, shopping center and new homes etc, surely this incinerator will deter anyone 
from coming to Newhaven and will not generate the 100 million income that they are hoping 
for.  
 
Please do not consider this, let them build this in some remote area, we are trying to make 
this part of the South Coast more desirable to live, work and for holidaymakers to enjoy to 
keep our communities thriving and not for them to become desolate grey run down areas 
that have happened to certain areas in the past, lets learn by mistakes not to  create future 
ones. 
 
Lets make Newhaven, Seaford and surrounding areas beautiful and places you want to be 
and enjoy. I am sure this would not be considered if it was Kensington and Chelsea 
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This is atrocious. It must be stopped immediately. 
Newhaven already bears more than its fair share of the environmental burden. 
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Just been reading the documents and just wanted to confirm they only plan to try and burn 
non hazardous waste only? 
 
 
In the planning notice it says... 
 



The proposal is for the installation of a medical waste combustion plant capable of 
combusting 12 tonnes of non-hazardous medical waste per day, generating 1.4mW/hour of 
thermal energy and 250kW/hour of electrical energy. The electrical and thermal energy will 
be supplied to the Port authority; thermal energy will be used by local port companies using 
network heating at the above address. 
 
But in the document "Request to East Sussex County Council for EIA Scoping Opinion Reg 
15(1) EIA Regulations" 262638.pdf it says 
 
1.1.3 The proposal is for the staged installation of two plants each generating 1.4 mW / hour 
of thermal energy and 250 kW / hour of electrical energy. The plants will convert a maximum 
of 21.75 tonnes of clinical waste feedstock per day, with one plant utilising up to 12 tonnes of 
non hazardous clinical waste, and the other up to 9.75 tonnes of hazardous clinical waste. In 
total up to 8,500 tonnes per annum of clinical waste arising from mainly commercial and 
industrial sources (C&I) waste would be used as the feedstock. The feedstock will be subject 
to mechanical preparation to achieve a homogenous fuel with consistent characteristics in 
terms of calorific value and emission behaviour. The electricity will be supplied to the port 
and the National Grid via an existing substation on the port, with heat exported to port side 
users through a heating network, (dependent on feasibility and demand). 
 
 
This also includes 10 x electric luton van loads of such waste a day of the year. 
 
Which is correct? 
 
Do they need to resubmit an accurate application? 
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I see that a company called Medipower Ltd has requested a permit to build a Medical Waste 
Incinerator within Newhaven Harbour, at which they propose disposing 12 tonnes of Medical 
Waste daily. 
I am horrified at this idea; it’s bad enough having the Veolia incinerator  without this near 
Tide Mills. The likely air pollution is a great concern to me and many of us who use and 
appreciate the area with its natural beauty and wildlife. The airborne pollution would be 
blown across Tide Mills with the prevailing south westerly winds and directly to Seaford. 
Given it comes from medical waste, it could contain harmful substances that adversely affect 
the health of local people as well as the environment. 
If this thing is built, how would ash/residue be disposed of? There would obviously be more 
lorry traffic with pollution itself both to bring this medical waste into the site and then to 
dispose the ash/residue after incineration.  
I urge you to resist this inconsiderate application. 
 

160 

I am writing to you to express my concerns and dismay at the proposal of a small medical 
waste plant in Newhaven Harbour. 
 
The primary concern is that of air pollution and the quality of our beaches in Seaford and the 
surrounding area.  With South Westerly winds it is clear that any emissions will blow directly 
over the town.  A town that has a huge population of families with young children and elderly 
who would be most at risk to the issues such emission from burnt medical waste could 
cause.  
 



I know many people are concerned with this proposal and I hope you agree that this area is 
not a prudent place to situate such a venture. 
 
Thanks you for taking the time to read this. 
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Given that Newhaven already has incineration facilities, could it not be that these are utilised 
in the disposal of the (as per the application) very low risk medical waste and power 
generated at the same time, rather than an additional facility being purpose built for the 
disposal of this waste. 
 
12 Tonnes appears to be an awful lot of waste to be disposed of daily.  Surely this is 
additional waste from outside of the area and as such will require additional transportation 
from areas further afield.  It would probably be better for the environment if the medical 
waste being shipped in could be disposed of or incinerated closer to it’s origin. 
 
I trust that this, together with the ongoing health of the population in the area has been fully 
considered when dealing with this planning application. 
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I am writing to object to the proposed application by Medipower Ltd. for a Medical Waste 
Incinerator to be sited within Newhaven Harbour. 
 
This is a dreadful proposal, we do not want a medical disposal incinerator based in 
Newhaven Harbour due to Air Pollution in Newhaven itself plus this will also be blown across 
the whole of the Tide Mills, Seaford Bay, Seaford Town and Seaford Head area.     Another 
question is where will the residue from this incinerator be disposed of and how will the area 
cope with a huge increase in traffic – our roads are already over congested. 
 
I am a resident of Seaford and object strongly to this proposal. 
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I am writing to object to the siting of a medical waste incinerator in Newhaven Because of 
fears I have regarding air pollution. 
 
What guarantees are there that there will be no hazardous waste disposed of at the facility 
with its resultant hazardous air pollution. Both Newhaven and Seaford bay would be at risk 
of air pollution when the winds are blowing in the right direction.  
 
What will happen to the resulting ash once the medical waste has been burnt and will there 
be any risk to surrounding water courses from this facility. 
 
I don’t think that Newhaven should be considered for this facility when it already has one 
incinerator. Do hospitals not have their own facilities for getting rid of medical waste? That 
would seem the obvious solution to me because there won’t then be heavy traffic 
transporting this horrible waste around our roads. 
 
This facility should not be given permission in Newhaven. 
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I am absolutely shocked that you as a council are even entertaining the idea of the concrete 
works and the medical waste disposal which could be situated at the western end of Seaford 
Bay. 
 
The pollution that these projects are going to cause will be enormous.   The prevailing south 
westerly wind will drive noxious fumes over Seaford, a nature reserve with breeding colonies 
of sea birds and an historic site to which visitors flock. 
 
Aesthetically the proposals will ruin a beautiful spot which enhances the tourist trade in 
Seaford, a town which your council is eager to develop. 
 
I do implore you to refuse these applications 
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It is with deep concern that I have discovered that an application to create an incinerator to 
burn several tonnes of daily medical waste in Newhaven has been applied for by Medipower 
Ltd.  
 
As a resident of Seaford I wish to lodge my objection to this application due to the reasons 
below. 
 
1) The roads are seriously congested along the A259 between Seaford, Newhaven and into 
Brighton most days and particularly bad at Newhaven. Any additional lorry traffic will add to 
the existing environmental pollution caused by this heavy traffic and resulting congestion but 
also further danger posed to pedestrians using footpaths around the town centre ring roads. 
 
2) The prevailing easterly winds would also contribute further to environmental hazards to 
Seaford residents, by blowing the resulting airborne pollution directly into Seaford, which 
would be hugely detrimental to the area and its significant population. 
 
3)  Newhaven doesn’t need any further industrial expansion in an already deprived town, 
which does not offer good positive outcomes for its population or its immediate environment, 
but only further problematic traffic disruption, road congestion and additional pollution to a 
town struggling with these issues already. 
 

166 

I have been informed that there is an application for a Medical Waste Incinerator to be sited 
within Newhaven Harbour. 
As a long term Newhaven resident I am objecting to this. 
The existing incinerator which was objected to, is a blight on the landscape, spoiling the 
views of the Downs. The steam that comes out of the chimney is visible for miles and has 
turned the landscape into an industrial scene. 
This town appears to be the dumping ground for everyone's rubbish and I am sickened by 
this constant scarring of our beautiful area.  
As someone who is forced to sit in queues of traffic, with it's resulting pollution, just to get to 
and from my home in Newhaven, I am horrified that we are yet again going to add to the 
congestion.  
The publicity for the regeneration of the town centre will be affected by this project, how 
would you like to breathe in the pollution from two incinerators whilst you stay in the dump 
that used to be a proud town? 
 



167 

I am horrified to learn today of a further threat to Newhaven, of a proposed medical waste 
incinerator coming to the Harbour. As if if the Brett A great es proposal isn't terrible enough. 
This will be an environmental disaster and cause even more pollution to the area.  
 
I absolutely object to this. Leave Newhaven alone. There is quite enough heavy industry in 
the town. We do not want or need any more. 
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I have just been told that a medical waste incinerator might be operating in Newhaven in the 

near future. Can you please tell me if this will create air pollution? Also how will the medical 

waste and the ash produced be transported. Will there be more lorries on our already 

crowded roads? Newhaven already has a large incinerator and a plan to have a concrete 

plant. A medical waste incinerator will be too much for the town to cope with, please can this 

be placed elsewhere. 
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I sincerely hope that you will not be allowing this application proposal for a medical waste 
incinerator in  
Newhaven to get beyond the first stage of consideration. Newhaven should not be a 
dumping (or burning) ground for anymore waste products. The Viola waste incinerator is 
already a visual blight on the landscape and the community is not reassured that the fumes 
emitting from it are safe. We need to have publically available air quality reports and to see 
consistently safe air quality to be reassured.  
 
The thought of allowing any other incinerator to set up in this area is a very bleak thought. 
Please protect us from this.  
 

170 

I wish to formally register my serious objection to the rushing of an application for a special 
medical incinerator plant within the Newhaven Harbour.   
 
 
This application is being suspiciously sneaked through without any reasonable consultation 
or explanation to local people, whilst the facilities needed to monitor and respond to an 
enviroment emergency when needed is not in place in East Sussex.  
 
East Sussex has endured a ridiculous summer of ‘accidents’ at its environmentally high risk 
operations, and its tourist hot spots.  
 
Its and the Environment Agency environmental management systems are not accountable 
and they are simply not fit for current purposes let alone ready for any more responsibility, or 
emergencies.  
 
This year the area is already confused by two huge unexplained fires at the Lewes Waste 
Metal / Light Bros dump 25.05.17, 
 
a Toxic Cloud which attracted National Media Interest  (Birling Gap 27.08.17) 
 
and noxious ’Stinks’ (Shoreham 12.09.17 and Seaford 27.10 17).both which shocked and 
frightened innocent residents 



 
 Newhaven has been required to produce a ‘local plan’ and it has not sought a role as a 
regional industrial dump.  
 
It will be a tragedy if the County Planning Authorities use the Ports unusual circumstance to 
make the whole county and its clean air image even more vulnerable to becoming a totally 
toxic environment  
 
If this application is approved I hope those Councillors and Officers who vote will appreciate 
they should have personal liability for any future misadventure   
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NoNoNo more waste dumped in Newhaven or the vacinity please do not allow planning for 
this to go ahead.  
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I dare say that there are still some people around in LDC who recognise my name and some 
among them will remember why I got into politics in the first place (much good it did). I am, 
however, quite surprised that anyone has the temerity to propose a 2nd incinerator in 
Newhaven...even a small one. To say that everyone will object and will dig up as much dirt 
as they can on every aspect of this should be well anticipated by now. 
 
I can say I was not won over by the spin put on the large incinerator - that it generates 
power. It generates a pathetic amount compared to any other type of power station by 
weight of fuel.  I cannot see this one being any more efficient.  It is not good enough to say 
"it generates power", what needs to be said is why there is no alternative to incineration. 
 
Furthermore, it needs to be stated why in Newhaven. Is the port Authority now so 
desperate?  This is counter the ports own advertised policy of being a place for "Clean, 
Green and Marine" technology (it being none of these).  The amount of employment it will 
generate, rather like the large one, will be in penny numbers. (The large one employs 3 local 
people, so Im led to believe).  Does anybody SERIOUSLY think this is the regeneration that 
Newhaven needs. 
 
The people of Newhaven took Veolia and ESCC to the high court over the monstrosity on 
North Quay.  Don't be surprised if this goes that way too. 
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I wish to object to Medipower Ltd setting up a Medical Waste Incinerator within the 
Newhaven Harbour.  We should be stopping the encroaching of industrialisation in this area 
and preserver it’s present natural aspect.  I am concerned about the air pollution and any 
residue that needs to be disposed of and even the increased lorry traffic. 
Please re-consider this application on grounds of environmental issues. 

174 

I have read the application for this development on East Quay and object most strongly on 
the following grounds:  
1. Traffic 
There will be yet more movements of HGV vehicles plus staff cars to further congest the 
already overstretched road system in and around the town. This not only causes congestion 
but also pollution. 
2. Newhaven air quality 



This is already below acceptable limits. An incinerator and associated processes must 
increase pollution and endanger the health of residents. This industry has particular health 
related dangers. 
There is also the danger of the pollution of adjoining nature reserve and seafront. 
3. Regeneration 
This is not clean and green. Newhaven should not become the dumping ground for heavy 
industrial processes. It needs regeneration through light industries, business and retail to 
make it an attractive place to live in, work or to visit. It should be a vibrant port for tourists 
from home and abroad.  
4. No benefits 
Reading the application it is obvious that the negative issues associated with this 
development far away outnumber the few, unsubstantiated benefits of jobs, cheap electricity 
for some users, use of brownfield site. 
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Due to the winds that blow across Seaford and Bishopstone this will cause pollian and not 

knowing what will be blown out of this plant. I stongly object to this plant being allowed 
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I am absolutely mortified to hear yet another awful application has been put in for an 
incinerator at Newhaven! 
 
There is already far too much traffic, pollution and a suffering town. We should be 
concentrating on sorting the existing chaos and looking at tidying up our port! 
 
Please do not go ahead or even consider this application - let's take pride and care for 
Newhaven and our beautiful coastline. 
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Is Newhaven to be used as the waste disposal dump of South England. 
We have, as you know, a huge incinerator plus all the waste rubbish that is deposited at the 
harbour. 
 
All the way down this beautiful coastline the air pollution is one of the worst areas in Britain. 
Already this year hundreds people were affected by a huge cloud of pollution that spread 
rapidly down the coastline. 
 
The strong South westerly winds which are the usual weather here already brings pollution 
across from the continant and down from London plus that from the incinerator and the rest 
of the usual pollutants. 
 
I think we have more than enough problems with air quality in this area without medical 
disposal thrown into the equation. 
 
This type of medical disposal should most definitely not be carried out in highly populated 
areas and we do not have the roads to cope with more lorries as we have the lorry ferry also 
to contend with plus the large influx of tourists. 

178 

I wish to put on record my opposition to yet another proposal to build a facility at 
Newhaven port site. The planning process by Lewes District Council for a site with 
potential toxic air pollution by means of a medical waste incinerator should be 
stopped. The prevailing wind is directed straight across Seaford Bay to the whole of 



Seaford. What waste are the company considering and what volume of traffic will be 
generated. With one incinerator already built in  Newhaven the impact on another 
being built would not help in bringing the town back to Prosperity. 
Please place my objection to the planning application on your records. 
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Enough is enough! Leave us some clean air to breathe please. 
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What is the Council trying to do to Newhaven.? We regularly walk from Seaford to 

Newhaven along the beach. Already the footpath to East side has been redirected and 

planning has not yet been approved for the Aggregates application. Another incinerator will 

be death to Newhaven. WHY IS NEWHAVEN BEING TARGETED AS A DUMPING 

GROUND FOR ALL THINGS NASTY? 

WE strongly object to both applications, 
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I have discovered that Medipower are looking for planning permission for a medical waste 
incinerator in Newhaven that will deal with 12 tonnes of medical waste per day. 
 
I strongly object to this application on several grounds: 
 
1. The burning of this waste will add to the already polluted air in Newhaven which is clearly 
one of the most polluted of all East Sussex towns. 
 
2. Increased lorry traffic will be used to transport this waste to the proposed incinerator, thus 
adding to the pollution and the already congested roadways around Newhaven. 
 
3. There is also the problem of disposal of the ash/residue from the incinerator. 
 
4.  The prevailing south westerly winds will blow filthy air into the beautiful Tide Mills area 
and to Seaford. 
 
5.  How do the residents of Newhaven gain from this proposal?  Promises of turning the 
waste into power sound vague and untrustworthy.  It is yet another commercial concern that 
is being dumped in Newhaven. 
 
5.  No consultation has been proposed for this development.  
 
6.  While residents in the Lewes/ Seaford and Newhaven area are rightly concerned with the 
building of a concrete plant by Brett Aggregates on the East Quay of Newhaven, this 
planning proposal by Medipower has received no publicity.   
 
I object strongly to the proposal. 
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Frankly appalled that this could be sited at Tide Mills or Newhaven. Perhaps there is a 
government plan to wipe out the population in this area with toxic fumes and noxious 
substances. The additional heavy haulage traffic for the aggregates site, the traffic and 
potential air pollutions from the existing incinerator sited in Newhaven; and now the proposal 
for a third plant.  



 
Perhaps you should consider the contruction of a large scale crematorium to deal with the 
results! 
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Re.   
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-
for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/ 
 
Can't find anything in the application about noise - please can you point me to the correct 
place.  
 
Likewise transport movements, type of vehicle, hours of movement, impact assessment on 
Air Quality Managment Area.  
 

Will this go to planning committee?  
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I am writing to inform you that I am not happy about the proposal by Medipower to incinerate 
medical waste in Newhaven. 
 
I object to this on the grounds that we have no idea what it will do to air pollution, the local 
nature and the traffic congestion. 
 
I live in Seaford and go daily to Tide Mills with my dog. 
 
Please consider this very carefully as I am sure you will be receiving many more disgruntled 
communications. 
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I object strongly to a medical waste plant being sited in newhaven. Let's continue to enjoy a 

reasonable degree of air quality here. 
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One again Newhaven has been earmarked as a possible site for waste . The town is under 
redevelopment for some years now but all we seem to have been given is an incinerator for 
Brighton’s and surrounding towns which is the biggest eye sore in the town despite the fact 
they were to screen it with trees . 
We have been told that we are to have new homes in the area so possible air pollution of the 
air quality isn’t something we need as a town as we are on the edge of the South Downs . If 
it isn’t toxic then it could go to our existing incinerator. 
We need shops in the area to bring jobs into the town which would give people jobs and 
money to spend. 
Put a medical incinerator close to the hospital in Brighton ! 
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I express extreme concern over the environmental impact of this proposal. We have already 

had to accept the output of the incinerator blowing toxic fumes over Seaford. Adding to this 

is unacceptable. I can't believe we are expected to sit back and allow our children to be 

poisoned so these corporations can profit. This would not be allowed to happen near Lewes 

I'm sure... 

http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/
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I would like to object to this proposal in the strongest possible terms. 
 
Once again it's an example of Lewes District Council dumping their unsightly problems on 
the poor neighbour Newhaven. 
 
Yes, it's a 'working port' (an argument that is used as an excuse for anything noisy, dusty, 
smelly or antisocial) but there is a large community living in the environs that are affected by 
the day-to-day business of the port. There may be a river separating the port from the town 
but that doesn't stop the noise-, light- and dust-pollution from travelling as well as affecting 
Seaford, Bishopstone and other surrounding areas dependant on wind direction. 
 
As with the recently proposed cement block plant, the lack of adequate infrastructure in the 
area must also be in question. The roads around Newhaven & Seaford are permanently 
snagged as it is without an increase in large truck activity. 
 
Newhaven was once an attractive destination with packed beaches, a thriving high-street 
and nature reserves supporting a wide range of flora and fauna. Now, the beaches are off-
limits, the high-street is a shadow of its former self and, with the proposed plans, any wildlife 
would be choked. A sad state of affairs. With the right investment, Newhaven could again be 
a lively, vibrant town. This proposal is not such an investment and will not benefit anyone 
except Medipower. 
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I wish to object in the strongest terms, to the above proposal. 
We already HAVE an Incinerator in our midst! It generates heat, and produces electricity.  
Heat stays within Veolia's' building, and the electricity produced goes back to the National 
Grid. 
Do Newhaven get any of this heat, or a reduction in their electricity, as promised? Of course 
not! 
Please ensure we get no further air pollution, which is already high, to our Town.  
This has no bearing on a Clean, Green Environment, nor the proposals to regenerate 
Newhaven, and have a Hotel in the Port area.   
Why is this medical waste company not using Veolia's incinerator??  I object! 
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I can not believe that you could consider putting another incinerator into Newhaven for the 
disposal of medical waste. This town is becoming a waste disposal unit. The air is toxic 
enough without another one & how do you know that the pollution from the unit will not effect 
our health. There would be more lorries adding to the already grid lock at times & exhaust 
fumes. Don`t say it will create more jobs because I don`t think about 30 jobs are worth our 
health. I am strongly objecting to this application. 
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FOR GOODNESS SAKE HOW MUCH MORE WASTE AND SHIT IS GOING TO BE 
DUMPED IN THIS WORLD.  
 
START CLEANING UP THE PLANET PLEASE.  
 
FUTURE GENERATIONS ARE GOING TO LOVE THEIR ANCESTORS. I DONT THINK 
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The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air Pollution is 

the biggest concern. Given the prevailing South Westerly winds any airborne pollution would 

be blown across Tide Mills and directly to Seaford. Given that this is medical waste there is 

no knowing what might be incinerated, and it could even be toxic.   

Secondly how and where will any ash/residue be disposed of? Thirdly there would be the 
increased lorry traffic as this medical waste would need to be bought into the site by some 
means and the ash/residue then be disposed of after incineration, thereby adding to the 
existing traffic congestion in Newhaven. 
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I would like to register my objection to the above companies planning application.  
 
Once again Newhaven is seen as a dumping ground for development that no one else 
wants.  
 
This is not the type of renewable energy we want next to an area of natural beauty.  
 
This will produce more lorry movements with rubbish coming in and ash going out.  
 
With new housing being built close to the area and air pollution being big problem we don’t 
need more pollution from this site.  
 
The local road system is at breaking point now so when the new houses are built we will see 
even more, we don’t need more lorries. 
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Re: Application for an environmental permit for a small waste incineration plant – Medipower 
Ltd 
I can’t believe Newhaven is yet again being literally used as a dumping ground for East 
Sussex County Council. I can only think that the decision makers at East Sussex Count 
Council don’t live anywhere near Newhaven!!! 
I strongly object to the application for an environmental permit for a small waste incineration 
plant for Medipower Ltd. The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very 
obvious. Air Pollution must be the biggest concern. Second must be how and where will any 
ash/residue be disposed of. Thirdly would be the increased lorry traffic as this medical waste 
would need to be bought into the site by some means and the ash/residue then be disposed 
of after incineration. 
Surely an agreement for the existing incinerator to deal with the waste would be more 
logical. 
The only saving grace is that with the prevailing winds any airborne pollution would be blown 
up the Ouse Valley to Lewes. 
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Once again I and most of this area are shocked that yet again Newhaven is being seen as a 
site for just at a whim placing waste incinerators, and attempting to build a concrete works 
on an historical site and goodness knows what other plans are under the radar yet to be 
revealed.   
It’s grossly unfair to the people of Newhaven to bombard them with more and more 
hazardous sites, I was a health visitor to this group of families for over  20 years and know of 
the impact to health of children and families of poor air quality and the depression that is 
caused by an overwhelming feeling of helplessness as their/our voices are not heard and 



our opinions aren’t considered relevant  because despite how many objections are made 
and signatures obtained the deceitful act just goes on, as with the huge monstrosity of a 
waste burner now blighting our landscape. 
 
We have been focusing on the disgusting prospect of a cement works on the beach and  the 
destruction of tide mills, when these plans of a new attempt to build another burner has been 
slipped in quietly, hoping to be passed before it’s noticed. It’s absolutely outrageous and we 
vehemently object to this proposal. 12 tonnes per day capacity! More traffic on the already 
overcrowded toads around the town which can barely accommodate local traffic. Non 
hazardous waste does not mean clean, healthy waste and we are not in any way comforted 
by this fact. The burner was promised to be pollution and smell free but invariably weekly at 
least its chimneys billow putrid smoke making many of us feel nauseated as it blows over the 
town and beyond. Enough dumping on Newhaven, give us what we really need more GP’s, 
better roads, rejuvenate the town centre, the large supermarket and leisure facilities planned 
, not more polluting  environmental damaging waste incinerators! 
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am mailing as extremely concerned over the proposal for medical incineration so close to 
the  
heart of newhaven town. 
 
Surely this is massively at odds with with the proposed regeneration? If this is approved 
it's counterproductive to  
advertising Newhaven as a good place to live and work and also newbuild. 
 
In addition, the output from emissions so close to houses and schools will be a huge 
concern, plus addtional traffic dropping off waste 
and leaving the town. It's really grim. The council tax is so high in this part of the country and 
does nothing but relentlessly rise each year -  
yet all we seem to face is an eternal battle for some decent quality of life -  
noise, smoke emissions, light pollution, and dust to name four. This would also have a huge 
impact on the surrounding nature reserve -  
please don't just label this as reserve and then ignore what it really should mean. To 
approve this would also make one of the few  
beach areas used by so many on Lewes, Seaford and Newhaven,  
really unappealing - so you'll have made a wonderful and fairly wild open space 
inaccessible. Unless you like swimming walking or  
kite/surfing with medical waste emissions wafting over you and your kids. Nice.  
 
Objections are as follows: 
 
Air Pollution 
ash/residue be disposal 
increased lorry traffic 
Light pollution 
Visual pollution and noise.  
Degrading of wildlife habitat and recreational space. 
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I would like to note my objection to the above proposal. It would seem that this end of 

Seaford/Newhaven is fast being considered a dumping ground for all sorts of business sites 

that would be detrimental to the neighbouring towns and the wildlife in the area. 
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I was surprised to find that an application for a medical waste incinerator was being 
considered for installation at Newhaven East Quay. 
I would like to register our objection to this application on environmental and ecological 
grounds. The Medical waste is stated to be non hazardous, but undoubtedly would include 
blood soaked waste and body parts. This can not be acceptable in an area so close to 
residential properties. Please I urge the  committee to refuse this application as it is the 
worst possible use of this land so close to the only decent recreational beach in the area. 
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I strongly object to the pollution from burning, also the increased traffic movements.. this is a 

nightmare scenario 
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I object to this application 
 
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air Pollution 
must be the biggest concern.  Second must be how and where will any ash/residue be 
disposed of. Thirdly would be the increased lorry traffic as this medical waste would need to 
be bought into the site by some means and the ash/residue then be disposed of after 
incineration.  
Given the prevailing South Westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across 

Tide Mills and directly to Seaford. Given that this is medical waste there is no knowing what 

might be incinerated, it could even be toxic. 
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I would like to raise my concerns and objections On the application by a company called 
Medipower Ltd for a permit for a Medical Waste Incinerator that they wish to site within 
Newhaven Harbour.   
From the application, it would appear that this company anticipate disposing of 12 tonnes of 
Medical Waste each day.  
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air Pollution 
must be the biggest concern.  Second must be how and where will any ash/residue be 
disposed of. Thirdly would be the increased lorry traffic as this medical waste would need to 
be bought into the site by some means and the ash/residue then be disposed of after 
incineration.  
Given the prevailing South Westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown across 
Tide Mills and directly to Seaford. Given that this is medical waste there is no knowing what 
might be incinerated, it could even be toxic.   
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I have discovered, to my horror, that yet another poisonous planning application is being 
considered by Lewes District Council.  Medipower are looking for planning permission for a 
medical waste incinerator in Newhaven that will deal with 12 tonnes of medical waste per 
day. 
 
I strongly object to this application on several grounds: 
 
1. The burning of this waste will add to the already polluted air in Newhaven which is clearly 
one of the most polluted of all East Sussex towns, if not of all towns in the S.E of England. 
 
2. Increased lorry traffic will be used to transport this waste to the proposed incinerator, thus 
adding to the pollution and the already congested roadways around Newhaven. 



 
3. There is also the problem of disposal of the ash/residue from the incinerator.  Lewes 
District Council will be adding a further nail in the environmental coffin that has become 
Newhaven. 
 
4.  As a Seaford resident, I fear that the prevailing south westerly winds will blow filthy air 
into the beautiful Tide Mills area and to Seaford itself. 
 
5.  How do the residents of Newhaven gain from this proposal?  Promises of turning the 
waste into power sound vague and untrustworthy.  It is yet another commercial concern that 
is being dumped in Newhaven.  Imagine how the residents of Lewes would feel if this was 
being proposed for the North Street Development? 
 
5.  At least the North Street Development was open to an extensive consultation.  No such 
consultation has been proposed for this development.  It’s a case of like it or lump it.  
 
6.  While residents in the Lewes/ Seaford and Newhaven area are rightly concerned with the 
building of a concrete plant by Brett Aggregates on the East Quay of Newhaven, this 
planning proposal by Medipower has snuck in without any publicity.   
 
Lewes District Council are being sneaky and secretive and can only be interested in order to 
make a bit of cash.  Word is obviously being spread amongst these polluting companies that 
Newhaven is an easy touch for building their facilities. 
 
I object strongly to the proposal. 
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Newhaven waste disposal proposal. I really feel that this area already had it's fair share of 

waste incinerators serving Lewes area a nd about time you used other available sites. 

Seaford was once regarded as a clean air zone and chest complaint patien... 
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We have the incinerator what do we need this for. I object to the added pollution to our 

environment  

205 

I wish to strongly object to the application by a company called Medipower Ltd for a permit 
for a Medical Waste Incinerator that they wish to site within Newhaven Harbour.  
 
I think this is an inappropriate and environmentally and ecologically unfriendly 
proposal. Although it would create energy to be used by the port, it is an environmentally 
unfriendly way of producing such energy. 
 
1) Air pollution - which would be blown by the prevailing South Westerly winds across Tide 
Mills and directly to Seaford. 
 
2) How and where any ash/residue will be disposed of? 
 
3) The unit would be able to process up to 12 tonnes of non-hazardous medical waste per 
day - this would need transporting to the area which is likely to cause further pollution. 
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My husband and myself strongly object to this incinerator. 



 We moved to Seaford from Newhaven because of the waste incinerator application being 
approved many years ago. This devalued our property and we believed would affect the air 
quality where we were then living. 
 
Now we are told that there are plans for a medical waste incinerator at Newhaven harbour, 
which would blow toxins over us here on Seaford seafront. 
 
This planning application must be refused. This area is becoming the dumping ground for 
the whole of the county. We take Brighton and surrounding area's rubbish. We take 
everyone's sewerage waste at Peacehaven and now this. 
 
Let Lewes have this incinerator on their patch 
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I notice with dismay the application for the above incinerator.  Whilst I know waste has to be 
disposed of somehow, I think this would best done on a site which does not have a 
prevailing wind blowing in the direction of a nearby town such as Seaford and the areas of 
Denton and Bishopstone.  When the wind is blowing in the opposite direction Newhaven, 
which would be even closer to the site,  would be heavily polluted.  I'm sure there are many 
areas away from towns which could be used instead. 
 
I hope you will not agree to this application. 
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Sirs - I am writing to object strongly to the Medipower application for a medical waste 

incinerator within Newhaven Harbour.  I am extremely concerned about air pollution which 

will affect Seaford in particular and also an increase of traffic in a sensitive area.  I find it 

difficult to believe that such a plan could even be considered 
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I object to the above planning for a Medical Waste Incinerator at Newhaven Harbour on 

environmental grounds. I live in Seaford and am worried about air pollution 
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I wish to voice my overwhelming objections to the application for an environmental permit for 
a small waste incineration plant by Medipower Ltd.  This is not small! The combustion plant 
is capable of combusting 
12 tonnes of medical waste a day.  Newhaven is already subjected to a household waste 
incinerator and other waste mountains (scrap metal). People are trying to bring up families in 
the area and this is likely to affect house prices.  Grave concerns over air pollution (including 
accidental pollutions) make me very worried on health and environment issues. 
 
Please think again and reject this application.  Whatever money they pay in rates or 
whatever few jobs this plant might create is simply not worth it. 
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I have recently discovered that - besides the Brett application which threatens Tide Mills, 
Seaford Bay and Seaford - an application has been made by a company called Medipower 
Ltd for a permit to site a Medical Waste Incinerator within Newhaven Harbour.  
 
The idea that you are even considering such vandalism to such an important part of the 
coastal landscape and the health of the people living there is scandalous. 



 
I beg you to bring yourselves into the 21st century and find a Better Way to deal with these 
horrific applications 
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I have just been made of the proposal for a medical waste incinerator within Newhaven. I 
strongly object to this proposal for the following reasons: 
 The impact of this incinerator with the ash residue, pollution, traffic to and from the site 
would be severely detrimental to Newhaven and the surrounding areas.  There is already 
severe congestion around this area, and there is already high air pollution around this area 
too. 
 
I strongly object to this planning application 
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Please take this email as an objection against the proposal to build a medical waste 
incinerator in Newhaven Port.  
 
The seascape and natural environment of the area need protection from heavy industry and 
pollutants from incineration and vehicles transporting the waste 
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Please don’t allow this. 
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I write to inform you of my objection to this proposed planning request   
 
Incineration will add to the polluted air within a dense populated area surrounding 
Newhaven.  Indeed, it is proposed close to the South Downs national park as well as the 
Sea.  Both areas will be environmentally detracted.  There is no mention of how the waste 
ash will be disposed off nor the additional road congestion/pollution caused by lorries 
transporting the waste. 
 
I implore you to reject this proposal. 
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I would like to object in the strongest possible terms to this application. 
 
The environmental issues surrounding such an incinerator are very obvious. Air Pollution 
must be the biggest concern.   
 
Second must be how and where will any ash/residue be disposed of.  
 
Thirdly would be the increased lorry traffic as this medical waste would need to be bought 
into the site by some means and the ash/residue then be disposed of after incineration.  
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What ever next for Newhaven!  The area from Newhaven to Seaford and the bay is full of 
wild life. Thousands were spent to develop the estuary at Newhaven for wild life including 
bird watching facilities. Cycle paths were constructed and now people can walk safely 
between Newhaven and Seaford. Housing has been developed down the west side of the 
river Ouse. Millions is spent and still being spent trying to maintain the beach at Seaford for 
PEOPLE.   
Why would it be proposed to jeopardise all this for one disposal plant. The toxic waste would 
drift up the river and pollute all villages up to Lewes due to the direction of the prevailing 
wind. 
 
Isn't it enough that we have the incinerator. 
 
Please refuse this application and save Newhaven and Seaford.  
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No, No,No. Newhaven is not a waste disposal area, this is more air pollution in the area. The 
area does not need this the current incinerator is an eyesore and has not helped the area 
this will be the same.  
 
Newhaven needs proper road infrastructure and a heart to the town with a decent shopping 
centre for it’s residents not more polluting industrial businesses.  
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I would like to register my objection to the application for a medical waste incinerator in 
Newhaven, on the grounds of danger to health from air pollution, and the increased traffic on 

already intolerable congested roads,such an installation would generate. 
 

220 

Please take this as a objection to both the recent applications on the Newhaven harbour site, 

which would ruin the views and impact upon the surrounding areas 
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I would like to oppose the application for a permit to burn medical waste at Newhaven East 
quay as applied by medipower. 
 
We have the existing incinerator which has been accepted not without concern to families 
living in Newhaven. To add to the air pollution with another incinerator would just be 
heartbreaking and criminal for our children and the future.  
Burning medical waste has its own dangers and is far more dangerous for inhabitants living 
near the plume stream than the existing plant.  The pollutants from medical waste 
incineration can cause mental health issues in children, normal once healthy children can 
develop very deep mental health issues that can take years to overcome.  
Please, I am asking, as a Newhaven resident and most of all as a father of two young 
children, please turn this application down, we have enough worry with current air pollutants 
in Newhaven.  
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 Re: Objection to the application for an Environmental Permit for a small waste 
incineration plant – Medipower Ltd  
As a Member of the European Parliament for South East England, I am writing to object to 
the application for an environmental permit for a waste incineration plant – Medipower Ltd. I 
have some questions and comments about the application, which I lay out below.  
Process:  
The Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) accompanying the application states:  
"The proposal is for the staged installation of two plants each generating 1.4 mW / hour of 
thermal energy and 250 kW / hour of electrical energy. The plants will convert a maximum of 
21.75 tonnes of clinical waste feedstock per day, with one plant utilising up to 12 tonnes of 
non-hazardous clinical waste, and the other up to 9.75 tonnes of hazardous clinical waste." 
1The applicant needs to clarify if this proposal is for stage 1 only and if there will be a 
separate proposal for stage 2.  
The EIA refers to two plants, suggesting two separate elements of infrastructure: one for 
non-hazardous waste and one for hazardous waste. Although the application is clear about 
processing up to 12 tonnes of non-hazardous waste, it would appear that the unit would 
process an additional 9.75 tonnes of hazardous waste. However, it isn’t clear and in 
essence, the applicant needs to clarify exactly what they're applying for.  
The application site has not been identified in the East Sussex County Waste and Minerals 
Plan as being considered for incineration use. Had this been the case, I do believe many 
local residents would have objected to the proposal, especially given the existing issues 
concerning air quality and incineration in Newhaven. Constituents who have written to me 
about the scheme to build the Medipower medical waste incinerator are rightly worried that 
exhaust gases from incinerating medical waste might be both toxic and carcinogenic, and I 
urge the local authority to take these concerns seriously.  
Air quality:  
The unit’s operation would involve the movement of up to a dozen van loads per day. I have 
substantial concerns as this would involve the transportation of hazardous waste through 
residential 
areas. As there would be the risk for leakage and contamination, what planning conditions 
can be attached to rule this out?  
Through increased traffic and through the incineration process itself, this proposal will 
generate emissions which will harm air quality. The applicant maintains that the proposal will 
be within legal limits, however they do not explain how the cumulative effect of this 
application together with other existing sources of emissions will be acceptable.  
Core Policy 9 of the Lewes District Local Plan stresses the need to consider cumulative 
impact: “Air Quality The local planning authority will seek to improve air quality, having 
particular regard to any Air Quality Management Area (AQMA) designations. Applications for 
development that by virtue of their location, nature or scale could impact on an AQMA will be 
required to…ensure that the development will not have a negative impact on the surrounding 
area in terms of its effect on health, the natural environment or general amenity, taking into 
account cumulative impacts.” 2  
Sadly, Newhaven like many areas on the coast of Sussex already suffers poor air quality, 
with air pollution in parts of Newhaven already breaching legal and European Union limits. 
The identification of Newhaven gyratory as an Air Quality Management Area is because 
some emissions already breach legal limits. Nearby residential areas including Beach Road 
and its environs stand to be directly affected by this application.  
The community need assurances and conditions that any emissions from both non-
hazardous and hazardous waste will be filtered and treated to have no negative health 
impacts, especially given the proximity of local residents. However, ultimately, I believe the 
risk, in terms of carbon emissions and the impact on local residents, means the plant should 
not receive a permit from the local authority. As an absolute minimum, the local authority 
needs to guarantee that the plant would operate properly and with appropriate conditions if 
granted permission.  



I have substantial concerns about the proposed large quantity of plastic that will be 
incinerated on site - such emissions would include dioxins and other toxic particulates. 
Further I am concerned to read from the application that there is little or no information on 
the likely health impact of these emissions, especially as they come in addition to the 
identified poor air quality of Newhaven town. This runs contrary to advice from the 
Department for Communities and Local Government planning practice guidance on the role 
of health and wellbeing in planning “A health impact assessment may be a useful tool to use 
where there are expected to be significant impacts.”3  
In addition, I am concerned about the impact on many of my constituents in Newhaven of air 
pollution which is medically linked to a range of debilitating conditions including cancer, 
asthma, stroke and heart disease.  
I also note that the Newhaven Air Quality Action Plan 2016 (page 26) states that it is 
“imperative that the planning system is utilised to ensure that new development can support 
the Air Quality Action Plan, rather than hinder its implementation”4 and I would question if 
this development can do this? Further the key planning document which underpins all 
development in the port – the Masterplan- seeks to “invest in infrastructure to establish a 
clean technology and renewable energy 
business cluster” and this application, in the context of air quality, would appear to be 
contrary to locally agreed policy.  
Biodiversity:  
I would like to remind the local authority of the statutory duty through the Natural 
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 that falls on East Sussex County Council to 
conserve, as well as restore and enhance biodiversity.  
Tide Mills is home to migratory birds and Stone Curlews nest adjacent to this site. They are 
on the NERC list as a species of principal importance.  
Tide Mills is also well known among Butterfly enthusiasts as it has several stands of Broad-
leaved Everlasting Pea which acted as a staging area for The Long-tailed Blue butterflies 
which are attempting to extend their range from the continent and colonise our shores.  
There appears to be no evidence available on the effect of the development or unit 
emissions on biodiversity or wildlife; and alongside local campaigners I agree that therefore 
it seems sensible to apply the ‘precautionary principle’ in this instance.  
Overstatement of the need for incineration:  
Although the issue of medical waste is clearly different to that of household waste, and 
needs to be managed accordingly, it is estimated that just 0.3% of the medical waste 
currently incinerated actually needs to be burned. In fact:  
● In general, 85% of the total medical waste stream in hospitals consists of the same mixture 
of discarded paper, plastic, glass, metal and food waste that is found in ordinary household 
waste  
● Just the remaining 15% is defined as infectious and these wastes must be sterilised before 
disposal  
● An even smaller percentage of that infectious waste, just 0.3% of the total medical waste 
stream in hospitals, can only be disposed of by incineration as it is difficult to sterilise  
 
To reduce the need for incineration, better waste separation and sterilisation systems are 
needed at the waste source to ensure waste that can be recycled is, and waste is managed 
in a joined up approach to ensure efficiency savings.  
Conclusion:  
I have substantial questions about the process, air quality, biodiversity and the need for 
incineration, and call on East Sussex County Council to refuse this licence application. I 
have picked up from many constituents that this is yet another development which has 
frustrated residents believing Newhaven is again the ‘dump site’ for everything. I trust that 
the local authority can listen to the many concerns that I, on behalf of many constituents and 
many residents themselves, am raising. 
 



223 

Could you tell me what process people should use to voice their protest against this 

outrageous project? (http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-

environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/?assetdetb15f5c56-

9bf9-4867-b307-cdbef931760d=262635) 
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I am writing to object to the proposal for a medical waste incinerator at Newhaven tide mills 
 
There is already an incinerator at Newhaven and a second incinerator would be too much 
 

225 

I write to object in the strongest possible terms to the application by a company called 
Medipower for an environmental permit from Lewes District Council to operate a medical 
waste incinerator within Newhaven Harbour. The Environmental Impact Assessment within 
the proposal documents states that this medical waste incinerator would operate seven days 
a week and would expect a single non-hazardous medical waste delivery and up to 10 
hazardous medical waste deliveries each day. Given the traffic gridlock within Newhaven 
and the acknowledged air quality issues that already breach regulation levels this additional 
traffic within the town would be an issue in itself. Then there is the medical waste, the bulk of 
which would appear to be expected to be hazardous. Apart from the issue of this hazardous 
medical waste being transported through our already congested streets there is the possible 
pollution issue when it is incinerated. Even with modern exhaust washing facilities fitted to 
the exhaust chimney there can be no knowing what exhaust gases might be emitted. There 
is reliable evidence that the exhaust gases from incinerating hazardous medical waste can 
be toxic. Given the prevailing south westerly winds any airborne pollution would be blown 
across Tide Mills and into Seaford. 
Also, what then happens to the contaminated water that resulted from the exhaust washing 
process? How would that be treated or disposed of? Should there be any leakage/spillage 
what might happen if this contaminated water entered the local ground water? The effect on 
the local area could be devastating. Finally there is the ash residue after incineration which 
may still be hazardous if the incineration process is not complete. This ash residue would 
need to be removed from site by further road transport, again transported through our 
already congested and polluted streets and where would that possible toxic ash residue be 
finally disposed of? Such a medical waste incinerator is in no way harbour related and 
should not be sited within Newhaven Harbour or indeed within Newhaven or the surrounding 
residential area.There are many projects ongoing at this time to improve and regenerate 
Newhaven. The new hotel complex on the Newhaven Harbour East Quay which Lewes 
District Council passed the plans for only the other week and the recent announcement of a 
multi-million pound facelift for the town centre to name just two.A facility such as a medical 
waste incinerator which would handle hazardous medical waste sends the wrong message 
about Newhaven and its future development. Newhaven already has one incinerator and the 
scrap metal mountain. Apart from the adverse traffic problems and the air pollution created 
by that traffic a further incinerator would do nothing for the air quality in Newhaven and the 
surrounding area.  
Such a facility as a medical waste incinerator would also send the wrong message about 
Newhaven in that it would make Newhaven appear to be the dumping ground/dustbin for 
East Sussex in that anything that any other town does not want or will not accept can be 
dumped in Newhaven.I object in the strongest possible terms to this application for an 
environmental permit for Medipower. It must not be granted. 

http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/?assetdetb15f5c56-9bf9-4867-b307-cdbef931760d=262635
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/?assetdetb15f5c56-9bf9-4867-b307-cdbef931760d=262635
http://www.lewes-eastbourne.gov.uk/consultations/application-for-an-environmental-permit-for-a-small-waste-incineration-plant-medipower-ltd/?assetdetb15f5c56-9bf9-4867-b307-cdbef931760d=262635
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