EPA APPEAL.

- To Waste Licence 167-1

Applicant: Indaver Ireland

Location: Carranstown, Duleek, County Meath.

From LPAI,

Louth People against Incineration.
Tar na Gaoithe

HBX

Dundalk

County Louth

Date 18/11/2004.

Dear Sir / Madam,

The LPAI (Louth People against Incineration) object to the issuing of a waste
licence to Indaver Ireland (branch of Indaver NV) for its thermal treatment / energy
recovery/ incinerator plant at Carranstown, County Meath.

Furthermore we call for an oral hearing to discuss thése issues in further detail.

The EPA’s own terms of reference are grounds fefrefusal.

See “Environmental Protection Act, 1992 sectig@ﬁ@ sub section 2,” Five clauses

of this act are highlighted. xS

ghlig §°‘§ S
(a) The agency shall keep itself informedw?wltﬁc?e policies and objectives of relevant
public authorities. &

Who are the relevant publicoaﬁfhﬁ?ities?

Dundalk Town Council is ﬁgﬁly against Incineration, and is objecting.

Drogheda Town Council xié\ﬁrmly against Incineration and is objecting.

Louth County Councé}loﬁé\s always been firmly against Incineration.

The above Authorities advocate a program of comprehensive recycling in

preference to wet landfill or of incineration.

¢ The above are relevant since the prevailing winds will deliver any emissions to
these relevant local authority areas.

e The European Union advocate recycling and composting as the preferential
choice for waste management over Incineration.

(b) The agency shall have regard to the need to for high standards of
environmental protection and the need to promote sustainable and
environmentally sound development, processes or operations.

e It goes without saying that the burning of materials derived from finite
resources is simply not sustainable. The world’s oil and gas resources,
which are the basis of plastics, will gradually become more and more
expensive as these resources are exhausted.

e High standards of environmental protection will not be protected if the
various pollutants that emit from incinerator stacks are allowed into the
environment in Meath and Louth.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:14:29:51



(c) The Agency shall have regard to the need for precaution in relation to the
potentially harmful effects of emissions where such emissions could cause
significant environmental pollution.

DIOXINS.

e The world health organisation have now reduced the recommended bodily

intake of Dioxins to be below 4 picograms per Kg body weight /day.

e We know that this poison is very chemically stable and therefore remains

in the general environment for many hundreds of years.

e We also know that this toxin bio accumulates in the fatty tissue of animals

in the food chain.

e We know also that it interferes with the normal function of the endocrine

glands that dictates the proper development of the unborn baby.

e We know that the unborn foetus in its mother’s womb, being at the top of

the food chain, is the most likely victim of Dioxins.

¢ We can say therefore, assuming a weight of 1 kg for such a baby, that 4

picograms represents a single toxic dose.

How can we decide if the Incinerator emissions can cause significant

environmental pollution?

The proposed EPA licence allows Indaver to discharge a maximum
concentration of 0.1 ng of dioxins per m"3 in its emissions.

This is in fact 100 pg of dioxins per m"3. K4

This amounts to 25 toxic doses per m”3, as far Q@the most vulnerable group in
our society, the unborn foetus, are concerned, Jt ,ghould be noted that as an
endocrine disruptor, dioxins damage peopgo are most dependent on the proper
functioning of the endocrine glands. \Q

How many toxic doses, in totalgﬁg@oday is legally being allowed into the
environment by the EPA? & §

The EPA is allowing a maxgﬁk@n volume of emissions to be not more than
151,000 m"3 perhour. <&

Over 24 hours this amousits to 3,624,000 m"3 per day.

Therefore at 25 toxic éffses per m"3 at 3,624,000 m”3 per day, amounts to a
legal permission to relebse 90,600,000 toxic doses per day.

To put it plainly the EPA who have done so much to date to highlight the
dangers of open back yard burning is now allowing enough dioxins into the
environment to exceed the WHO daily recommended dose, to the unborn, by
90,600,000 times.

FINE DUST AND HEAVY METALS.

Apart from Dioxins, the dust and fine articles emitted from the stack pose a
significant public health threat. At emission limits of 181 grams per day for
Mercury or Cadmium, people in the immediate area will be inhaling very high
concentrations of particulate matter laced with these toxins. With asthma levels
already very high in Ireland the additional burden of inhaling tiny toxic particles
such as heavy metals must be avoided.

There is little doubt therefore that the EPA proposed decision will allow
emissions that will cause “significant environmental pollution”. As the
Environmental protection act of 1992 prohibits the EPA from allowing this
application proceed on these grounds, it should be rejected.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:14:29:51



(d) The Agency (EPA) is also required to enforce “the polluter pays
prineiple”.

o The state failed to have the clean up costs met for the Haulbowline
steel plant in Cork.

e The EPA has failed to apply strict conditions to its licence at
Aughinish Alumina in Limerick.

o The EPA has failed to identify the cause of the health problems in the
Askeaton area.

e It failed to carry out adequate environmental monitoring so that the
cause of the health problems could be identified.

o The failure by the agency in the past to impose tight conditions in its
licences as well as its failure to carry out adequate monitoring,
indicates that the polluter pays principle will not be properly or reliably
implemented in the Indaver case either.

(e) The Agency shall ensure that a proper balance is achieved between the
need to protect the environment and the need for infrastructural, economic and
social progress and development.

The EPA’s judgement on the type of infrastructure required should be
influenced by the need to firstly achieve Reduce, Reusefand Recycling targets.
The EPA should not to find itself caught in the posg%n of having to approve the
least environmentally friendly and sustainablg-opgion simply because the
Government has failed to spend money ovgp ¢ past 5 years on a recycling
facility in Drogheda or in the North East@efierally.

Rather than leaving people with.i@ané uate recycling facilities, social
progress is better achieved by provitiig well- managed recycling infrastructure in
every major village and town ig"ﬁ\@Noﬂh East Region, with facilities for at least
45 different categories for rec&;dﬁ\ng, such as V& W in Dundalk. This more than
advertising, will encourag%@ulture change towards recycling and sustainable
resource management. <

Social progress willbe achieved when Government, Industry and Local
communities all work together take their fair share of responsibility for the
elimination of waste from society. Government overruling local democracy and
dictating to local councillors, that 39% of the waste must be incinerated, will not
achieve social progress.

Economic Progress will advance when we start to think about sustainable
management of our finite resources. More jobs will be created by reusing,
recycling and re-manufacturing within the Irish economy, rather than by burning
or destroying these materials forever. The US EPA has estimated that there are 10
times more jobs in resource recovery and recycling than in burying and burning.
The Province of Nova Scotia in Canada has already generated thousands of jobs in
recycling, since turning away from incineration and mixed landfill.

In fact the videos enclosed in our submission show that: public health, the
environment, jobs, enterprises and sustainable resource management are all
elements of economic and social progress when societies turn towards Zero
Waste.

The cost of such protection of the environment, by implementing Zero Waste
policies, is in our view small in comparison to the long- term public health
benefits and sustainable economic opportunities.
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Conclusion.

The parameters as outlined in (a),(b),(c),(d) and (e) above, offer convincing
grounds for the rejection of the Indaver application.

We should point out that the policy of Zero Waste offers significant public
health, environmental protection, economic opportunities as well as jobs in
contrast to the disadvantages and hazards associated with incineration.

We further include copies of:

Irish Times. “State fails in effort to have plants clean—up costs met” 30/7/2004

Irish Times. “Farmers welcome new report on deaths of animals” 21/11/2002

Irish Times. “EPA eases licence terms for Co Limerick plant” 24/1/2004

DVD BBC Documentary on the hazards of Dioxins and the misuse of
Incinerator ash in the building industry in Britain.

DVD Nova Scotia, Canada. Zero Waste Policy creates 3000 jobs in resource
recovery.

CD “Louth Zero Waste,” series of short films showing best practice in
recycling and resource recovery in County Louth, Nova Scotia and elsewhere.
Xerox in Dundalk is an interesting example of how the corporate world is going.

DVD Canberra, Australia who coined the phrase Zero Waste, is now building
a resource recovery park to facilitate enterprises in Tesource recovery.

DVD New Zealand rejected incineration some yegts ago in order to protect its
image as a producer of Dioxin free food. New ,eq}@nd has now adopted Zero
Waste as a national policy and ultimate g(;?éo& O\é\

DVD Interviews with delegates to a z&rgéWaste conference in California.
Loads of interesting examples of ente “\ 5 and sustainable jobs.

www.louthzerowaste.com giv%s‘gs(@b addresses of some of the above zero
waste projects. Please see propog&%\ﬂ)r a resource recovery park in Drogheda.

S *'\\Q
Yours Sincerely %M /¢ Mr Ollan Herr. (042) 9377689.

&
Of QO\

Louth People Against Incineration.
and Louth Zero Waste.
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19/11/2004 12:33 FAX HERR LTD

EPA APPEAL. ?g oROuel A/

To Waste Licence 167-1

Zi01

Applicant: Indaver Ireland e e N34
Location: Carranstown, Duleek, County Meath, .
il Ge W g

Frora LPAI, ' ,

Louth People against Incineration. LM

Tir na Gaoithe OM W‘—C\"g'l‘a"j

HBX eﬂo

Dundalk 22 [11f2004 ko

County Louth : o ,cx

Date: 18/11/2004. : 'S +DpVPbe.

ol %

 Dear Sir / Madam, /,//LT

The LPAI (Louth People against Inclneranon) object(to the issuing of a waste
licence to Indaver Ireland (branch of Indaver NV) for its thermal treatment / energy
recovery/ incinerator plant at Carraristown, County Meath.

Furthermore we call for an oral hearing to discusg‘these issues in further detail.

The EPA’s own terms of reference are groundsfor refusal.

See “Environmental Protection Act, 1992 secgopgz sub section 2,” Five clauses

of this act are highli ghled gﬁo &

\QO\§\
(a) The agency shall keep itself intor@ﬁthe policies and objectives of relevant
public authorities. éd N

Who are the relevant pubh@@%ﬂrmes"

Dundalk Town Council ?so&mly against Incineration, and is objecting.

Drogheda Town CounQﬂ is firmly against Incineratian and is objecting.

Louth County Coun@}as always been firmly against Incineration.

The above Authorfﬁcs advocaie a program of comprehensive recycling in

preference to wet landfill or of incineration.

e The above are relevant since the prevailing winds
these relevant local authority areas.

» The European Union advocate recycling and composti
choice for waste management over Incineration.

ill deliver any emissions to

g as the preferential

(b) The agency shall have regard to the need to for high standards of
environmental protection and the need to promote sustainable and
environmentally sound development, processes or onzrations.

e It goes without saying that the buming of materials derived from finite
resources is simply not sustainable. The world’s oil and pas resources,
which are the basis of plastics, will gradually|become more and more
expensive as these resources are exhausted.

e High standards of environmental protection will not be protected if the

various pollutants that emit from incinerator tacks are allowed into the
environment in Meath and Louth.

.3
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We can say therefore, assuming a weight of 1 kg for such a baby, that 4
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environmental pollution?

The proposed EPA licence allows Indaver to discharge a maximum
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Apart from Dioxins, the dust and fine articles emitteq from the stack pose a
significant public health threat. At emission limits of 18] grams per day for
Mercury or Cadmium, people in the immediate atea willbe inhaling very high
concentrations of particulate matter laced with these toxins. With asthma levels
already very high in Ireland the additional burden of inhaling tiny toxic particles
such as heavy metals must be avoided.

There is little doubt therefore that the EPA propo
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Environmental protection act of 1992 prohibits the E
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(d) The Agency (EPA) is also required to enforce “the polluter pays

principle”.

¢ The state failed to have the clean up costs met for the Haulbowline

steel plant in Cork.

e The EPA has failed to apply strict conditions to its licence at

Aughinish Alumina in Limerick.

¢ The EPA has failed to identify the cause of the health problems in the

Askeaton area.

e It failed to carry out adequate environmental monitoring so that the

cause of the health problems could be identifj

ed.

» The failure by the agency in the past to impose tight conditions in its
licences as well as its failure to carry out adequate monitoring,
indicates that the polluter pays principle will not be properly or reliably

implemented in the Indaver case either.

(e} The Agencx shall ensure that a proper balance is achieved between the
need to protect the environment and the need for infrastructural, economic and

social progress and development.

The EPA’s judgement on the type of infrastructure r
influenced by the need to firstly achieve Reduce, Refise
The EPA should not to find itself caught in the

quired should be
Recycling targets.

%@é“lﬁon of having to approve the

least environmentally friendly and sustainablgdption simply because the

Government has failed to spend money 9@9
facility in Drogheda or in the North *&@nerally.

Rather than leaving people with
progress is better achieved by

every major village and to

ePthe past 5 ypars on a recycling

equate recycling facilities, social
ggiﬁing well- managed tecycling infrastructure in
néhe North East Region, with facilities for at least

45 different catepories for ifgga‘t\:ling, such as V& W in Dundalk. This more than
advertising, will cncoura%g\% culture change towards recycling and sustainable

resource management. 5>

Social progress will be achieved when Government, [[ndustry and Local

communities all work together take their fair share of re
elimination of waste from society. Government overrulin
dictating to local councillors, that 39% of the waste must
achieve social progress.

Economic Progress will advance when we start to thi
management of our finite resources. More jobs will be cr,
recycling and re-manufacturing within the Irish economy
or destroying these materials forever. The US EPA has e
times more jobs in resource recovery and recycling than
The Province of Nova Scotia in Canada has already gene]

onsibility for the
g local democracy and
be incinerated, will not
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eated by reusing,
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recycling, since turning away from incineration and mixed landfill.
In fact the videos enclosed in our submission show t.;?at: public health, the

environment, jobs, enterprises and sustainable resource

agement are all

elements of economic and secial progress when societies turn towards Zero

‘Waste. :

The cost of such protection of the environment, by implementing Zero Waste
policies, is in our view small in comparison to the long- term public health

benefits and sustainable economic opportunities.
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Conclusion.

The parameters as outlined in (a).(b),(c),(d) and (€}
grounds for the rejection of the Indaver application.
We should point out that the policy of Zero Waste o]

ibove, offer convincing

ffers significant public

health, environmental protection, economic opportunitigs as well as jobs in

contrast to the disadvantages and hazards associated wit]
We further include copies of:
Irish Times. “State fails in effort to have plants clear
Irish Times. “Farmers welcome new report on death;
Irish Times. “EPA eases licence terms for Co Limerj

DVD BBC Documentary on the hazards of Dioxins
Incinerator ash in the building industry in Britain.

DVD Nova Scotia, Canada. Zero Waste Policy crea
recavery.

h incineration.

l-up costs met™ 30/7/2004
s of animals™ 21/11/2002
ck plant” 24/1/2004
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CD “Louth Zero Waste,” series of short films showing best practice in

recycling and resource recovery in County Louth, Nova

Scotia and elsewhere.

Xerox in Dundalk is an interesting example of how the gorporate world is going.
DVD Canberra, Australia who coined the phrase Zerp Waste, is now building
a resource recovery patk to facilitate enterprises in resource recovery.

DVD New Zealand rejected incineration somesyears

image as a producer of Dioxin free food. New Z\é\(a\land
Waste as a national policy and ultimate Qﬁ@\é\
DVD Interviews with delegates to gZeto Waste co

ago in order to protect its
s now adopted Zero

nce in California.

Loads of interesting examples of enterpiises and sustainable jobs.

www.louthzerowaste.com gi ¢b addresses of s

me of the above zero
ery park in Drogheda.

waste projects. Please see pro X for a resource recov
%'\\
Yours Sincerely d@?‘ W Mr Ollan Herr. (042) 9377689.
X
of 000&\
Louth People Apgainst Incineration.
and Louth Zero Waste.
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CD Placeholder

This page denotes that Six CDs entitled ‘BBC
Documentary on the Hazards of Dioxins’, Nova Scotia,
Canada Zero Waste Policy’, Louth Zero Waste — series

of short films’, Canberra Australia who coined the phrase
Zero Waste’, New Zealand rejected incineration’,

Interviews with delegates to Zero Waste’ were

submitted as part of this third party objection.

The CD is held by the EPK at

S @0*
Llcensm%biﬁft
L
*»
P«@*\‘Box 3000
J ohr%sﬁ)wn Castle Estate,
¢ Wexford.
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