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In Opposition to the Application for an Integrated
Pollution Prevention and Control License by Reenard
Farms Ltd. at Killurin Co. Wexford received by the
EPA on the 1% of April 2005

Introduction

&
We the Crossabeg/ Killurin Local Environment Group, rgﬁresentmg over 200 families on
both sides of the River Slaney, strenuously opposeﬁhe?@rantmg of an EPA IPPC
following an application lodged on April 1%20 the EPA, Reg. No. 742 for a
review and extension of the license by Reen: Ltd. due to grave concerns arising
from its application to operate an Anaerobés ester on a site abutting the River Slaney,
a candidate SAC site. égéd §

This area has traditionally a farmnf@@ﬁg fishing area, the river is extensively used as a
recreational facility (anglers, ﬁshegﬁ‘len oarsmen ) and is an area of great natural scenic
beauty (See photos attached). Tyé area has in recent years become more densely
populated residential area with a demographlc profile covering all ages. It is home also to
a number of protected wildlife species. The proposed development is of an industrial
nature and is not in keeping with the history of the area.

The application for this licence was found to be deficient in a number of key areas as
outlined below. In addition all of the required attachments for licence approval have not
been provided in the submission. :

In this report we outline the issues of greatest concern to the local community in the
following summary (Page 2). We then present a full technical review of the IPPC licence
application and we outline the sensitivity of the receiving environment.
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Summary

Issues of greatest concern to the local community:

e The Pollution of the River Slaney a candidate SAC-

Poor management of the proposed development, proximity to the reed beds and the river.

¢ Total unsuitability of the site-

High water table, area prone fo flooding.

o Land ownership conflicts with management of the site-
No consultation with adjoining landowners with regard to surface run-off of water
Dipeline.

e Odours- 55
No assessment of odour nuisance which is “Potentiallysnjurious to human health”. Link
between odour nuisance and human health is we mented.

AN

N

O
e Traffic- S
No evidence that the load bearing cap%ﬁ‘gg@f the bridge and approach roads is sufficient
Jor this commercial activity. The d nuisance of heavy lorries to local residents.
The local community centre is loc&?@\on the approach road.
\6\0
e Groundwater- &

A number of people in the conmum'ty have sunk groundwater supply wells. The risk of
organic contamination fo the groundwater has not been quantified.

o Competency of the management-

Bearing in mind the sensitivity of the area and the previous record of the applicant we
have concerns in this area.

e Heritage of the site-
An ancient Urn now preserved at the National Museum was discovered in the sandpit
spanning the adjoining Freeman farm and the present pig fattening unit.

e Visual Impact-

The height and scale of the proposed development is totally at odds with its rural scenic
location. o
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Technical Review of IPPC application

The section headings in the following review refer to the headings outlined in the licence
application.

Section A — Non- Technical Summary

Poorly presented application for review of IPPC Licence.

1. Public file presented to EPA by the applicant has the following pages missing;
15,18,19.20,24,45,49,50,51,66,67,68,69,& 70.The EPA kindly provided us with
all of the above with the exception of page 45 which is still outstanding.

2. Because the IPPC application form itself is the only part of the document to be
numbered (i.e. 1-71) it is not possible to ascertain if the application is complete or
if other pages or sections are missing. ,

3. Poor quality of photocopies, and print quality of la@gg% areas of drawings, means
that large amounts of information are illegible. Consequently the submission as
presented to the public does not clearly “Ig@g and describe the entire activity”
as required by this section. G

4. Attachment No Al — supporting inf@t%a‘f\lon cannot be found.

,.\\oi\@\*
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Section B S
Section B3- Class of Activity

1. Anincrease in pig production from 7500 to 8500 is proposed. An increase of
approximately 15% in production may warrant a full environmental assessment.

2. A new Class of Activity Class 11.1 i.e. Waste Handling for the proposed
development of an Anaerobic Digester is sought. The principle of changing from
intensive piggery to waste management sits uncomfortably with the existing site
activities and core competency if any.

Regarding Attachment B5-

1. Previous planning application drawings submitted with the application were
impossible to read.
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2. The latest planning application Planning Reg. No. 20050055 to Wexford
County Council which fully reflects this license application was refused
planning permission on 8 March 2005.

3. The applicant was required to provide confirmation from the planning
authority whether or not an Environmental Impact Statement was required for
the proposed development. The applicant did not provide this confirmation,
and indeed makes no reference what so ever to an EIS requirement.

4. Attachment No. B8 cannot be found.

Section C- Management of the Installation

Regarding page 17 of 71:

1.

s
The EPA has previously experienced problems rggfrding other licensed activities
managed by the operator of this proposed q\gve@?pment (Appendix I details
examples of mis-management by this o %\tﬂ?) In light of this one would
question the competency of this cand;@wé%o hold an IPPC License at this
sensitive site. &K
5
The operator has no experieg@%ﬁooperating an anaerobic digester and the
perception gleaned from t}fi?o@é\ction clearly leaves one with the impression that
the Management are not @gfy aware of the problems associated with an anaerobic

digester. &
S

. The proposed development is subject to sub-contraction. There is no evidence for

effective management historically between the management and the proposed
operator. The link between the owner and the operator of the system is
unspecified.

The operation of this complex technology requires high levels of competency
from staff, no specific details of a particular training course have been provided.
No criteria for staff competency are available.

The anaerobic digester is a fully automated process that operates 24 hours per day
and seven days per week. Manual staffing will only be provided for 2 to 4 hours
per day, all other monitoring will be remote. This is problematic as digesters are
prone to breakdown resulting in the escape of gases to the atmosphere while
corrective actions are being taken, with a risk of explosion.
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Section D — Infrastructure and Operation

Regarding page 18 of 71:

The feasibility of anaerobic digestion at the Killurin site as determined by NRGE Ltd
appears to be dependent on the importation of gases from the existing Landfill. How
was this feasibility determined? Has this been agreed with Wexford County Council?
In the absence of this agreement is anaerobic digestion at the proposed site a feasible
option? There is nothing in the Wexford County Council Residual Management Plan
for the Killurin Landfill site to suggest that the export of Landfill gas to a commercial
enterprise is a sustainable decomissioning procedure.

Regarding page 19 of 71: P

S

1. Belly grass, commonly known as Paunch, whi pwill be used as an organic raw
material, comprises of a mixture of dlffer& @ases and aggressive acids
{Ammonia, Methane, Hydrogen sulphi @?Iercaptans Sulphides, Polysulphides
etc.). The leachate from Pauch is a n@‘h * pollutant, and is also very odorous
(often non detectable by chemic ‘méans but very overwhelming to the human
olfactory system). 95% of Slag%gﬁ%lley residents live downwind of the proposed
site. & Q\\\

2. The proposed operating Is;lperature within the digester of 55°C may not be
sufficient to destroy pathogens and weed seeds. A similar plant at Kristianstad in
Sweden is licenced to operate at 70°C to ensure destruction of pathogens and
weed seeds (information obtained from IFA headquarters).

3. The Digester and storage tanks are to be constructed from Mild Steel. This is of
concern as it can result in a major risk of pollution to the River Slaney and to the
underlying groundwater and to the environment, due to the highly corrosive
nature of the variety of acids emanating from the bellies.

4. The organic matter arriving at the site will be transported by trucks, and will be
tipped directly into the covered mixing tank, or pumped into material tanks. This
could result in major spillages and release of odours into the environment both
during the transport and when tipping the material into the reception area for the
raw material.
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Regarding page 20 of 71:
With regard to gas extraction

1. There is no quantification of the risk of explosion from the gases generated by the
digester.

2. What are the proposals to deal with the odours in the event of the digester
breaking down?

3. Totally inadequate consideration is given to dealing with the contamination
generated by a variety of gases other than H,S as mentioned above. Is the method
of abatement of H,S gases inadequate in dealing with the other gases generated
eg. mercaptans. &

)

4. As the abatement is dependent on microbial aq(i@’fty, it is of concern that micro
organisms are very susceptible to shock Iy 'f?g. Performance would be
compromised in this event; what cont g\\ﬁe in place to reduce the likelihood of
shock loading? OQQ”\@Q

There is no assessment giggﬁo the risk of Fire.
d

There is no traffic impact assessment included.
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Section E - Emissions

Regarding page 34 of 71:

No predictions of odour emissions have been included. Bearing in mind that the site is
situated in a valley on the bank of the River Slaney, and the odours both from the
adjoining Landfill site and the Piggery, tend to hang in the valley, and meander like a fog
along the river, and inland to the surrounding area it seems negligent that:

1.

No map detailing the situation and aspect (relative to prevailing winds) of
residences in the area is included.

No quantification of the impact that the odour will have on the residences in the
area has been presented (even at present odour from the existing piggery and
landfill causes a nuisance to local residents (see Appendix II)
s
@\\"

. No quantification of the impact of the odour &ﬁhe site boundary has been

investigated, which is particularly WOIT%QS the adjoining area is one of such a
sensitive nature. 8
N
No guantification on the impquiﬁ} the odour will have on anglers, rowers,
boating enthusiasts and v1s1thS® this tourist area. The degradation of this high
value amenity area is contl‘aigé*to the concept of sustainability in estuarine
ecosystems. \6\
&
OO
No_quantification of the impact that the odour will have on each individual
species of protected wildlife in the area (this comment holds true for all
environmental impact issues i.e. noise, groundwater contamination (See Appendix
ITT page one). This area is a candidate Special Area of Conservation (SAC)
selected for alluvial wet woodlands which are a priority habitat on Annex I of the
E.U. A number of species listed on Annex II of the same directive are found here
— including the Sea Lamprey, River Lamprey, Brook Lamprey, Freshwater Pearl
Mussel, Twaite Shad, Atlantic Salmon and Otter (See Appendix III for full habitat
details of the site).

The transport and storage of animal wastes such as fish, belly grass etc. will
attract pestiferous species such as rats, grey crows, gulls, magpies that may cause
an imbalance in this protected fragile ecosystem.
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Section E2- Emissions to Surface Water
Regarding page 36 of 71:

This site is prone to flooding. Water is known to run down from the site and out onto
the road causing the road to flood before discharging to the river. In this application
there is no quantification of the surface water discharging from the site, no
characterisation of the surface water on the site and there is the likelihood that
soiled surface water and clean water cannot be separated in times of heavy rainfall.
This creates a situation where there is a very high risk of its discharge into the River
Slaney, a designated candidate SAC and a known salmonid river. Salmonids (trout
and salmon) are highly sensitive to water quality and environmental stress. Major
omissions in this section include:

s
v‘@@o
Attachment No E2 cannot be found. However&i,c&;%e application drawings are
included. Supporting information for “Pro orks” cannot be found with
reference only to current IPC Licence 4539 @@é
Sy \

1. Drawing No 10 cannot be fou%&Q §

2. Print type is very faint on §é&éra1 drawings, and when photocopied cannot be
read. &

&
S
3. Drawings do not indi¢ate ground levels. As such it cannot be ascertained if tanks
etc, are above or below the ground.

4. Drawing Nol & Drawing No 11 are the same drawing, titled ‘Proposed Site
Layout’.

5. Storm water monitoring point ‘C’ is called up but not located.
6. Storm water monitoring points ‘A’, ‘B’, & ‘D’ is not indicated.

7. 'The final outfall of storm water is not indicated on drawings, as required for
clarity.
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8. The main storm water drain travelling from East to West passes under, throug or
over the proposed Tanks 29 & 30, depending upon the position of these tanks in
relation to existing ground level. This is totally unacceptable.

9. Storm water drains from roofs of proposed buildings and tanks is not indicated.
Where does this storm water go?

10. Storm water drains to West and East travel to the site boundary line and stop dead
at adjoining land owners property, with no further explanation as to the final
outfall. No agreement has been reached with the adjoining land owners in relation
to the routing of storm water onto their lands.

11. A drawing prepared for a much older planning application (site layout plan 1:200,
date illegible) was submitted with licence application drawings. This drawing
shows two drains piped to “streams”, however this dfawmg shows none of the
proposed works, and can not be tled in with morq@lp to date site layout plans.

S

12. The site layout plans do not indicate q@ﬁ@d water collection system. The
applicant states that soiled surface Qz%té} will be diverted to the pig manure
storage tanks. This is unaccepta@igﬁihat happens after heavy rainfall if pig
manure tanks are full of soil %iﬁ'ace water? Surely it makes more sense to
quantify all soiled water al‘e%@hnd provide a separate storage tank for same, sized
accordingly to allow for egc%sswe rainfall.

&

13. The site layout plan dfes not clearly show the extent of soiled water areas i.e.
concrete yards, driveways, hard standing areas, circulation areas, and does not
show any drainage collection system for these areas. Is the soiled water from
these areas presently going to pig manure tanks?

14. Attachment E2 referring to meteorological data for the region where the site is
located cannot be found on the licence application.

Emissions to Ground

1. The applicant states that “there is no discharge of storm water from this facility to
ground. Therefore this section is not relevant to this application”. This is totally
incorrect, as can be determined by the above points regarding soiled water.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:17:08:27



Local. :
Environment
Group

N.B. There is no soiled surface water collection system indicated on the drawings
and therefore soiled storm water from uncovered areas, yards, driveways, etc. will
discharge to ground water. As is the case now it will discharge directly on to the
public road and into the River Slaney.

2. Drawing No 12 & Drawing No 13 indicate a network of drainage pipes
connecting to the existing storm water drain. This network of pipes is directly
under the following;

Proposed Tank No 1

Proposed Tank No 2

Proposed Tank No 3

Proposed Mixing Tank

Proposed Digester

Proposed New Fattening House 9 A

e & ¢ & & o

It is totally unacceptable to collect surface water from around and under these
buildings, and then connect into a clean storm water drain. These areas along with
others (i.e. around proposed tanks 29,30, & 24 , aqé‘%roposed secondary digester,
plus around existing buildings), are most vulnerable to becoming soiled in the day
to day workings of such a plant, spillage lgaigag“e etc.. These are the very areas
from which drainage should be collect & arately, - thereby creating some
degree of a safety net in the event o@%{&ge or spillage. Collecting from these
areas and collecting to storm wa ‘proposed is giving a pathway for pollution
directly to the River Slaney a%g;is&oth incompetent, and unacceptable.
§ O

1. The “Typical Cross Sectioéf&ﬁ Drawing No 14 shows that the proposed new
fattening house is of sha tank construction with the proposed network of
drainage pipes under @f%ejij

2. There are no drainage invert levels on any of this pipe work. Considering the
depth of the pipe work under the fattening house.
a. Isit possible as proposed to connect to the existing storm water drain?
b. At what depth is the storm water drain?

3. Why is there no drainage network under tanks 29, 30, 24, and the secondary
digester? The environmental risk to underlying groundwater has not been
quantified.

To summarise, regarding “Emissions to surface Water” and “Emissions to Ground™, in

this instance:-
1) Rainwater off roofs should only discharge to the storm water drain

10
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2) Rainwater under and around all proposed and existing buildings should be
considered ‘Soiled Water’. It should be collected separately in holding tanks. It
then should be environmentally assessed and disposed of accordingly.

3) All proposed works should take full cognisance of ‘Emissions to Surface Water’
and ‘Emissions to Ground’ which clearly this application as proposed does not.

Section E4- Noise Emissions

Regarding page 40 of 71:

We totally refute the statement that “noise levels are not generated beyond the site
boundary”. The noise emanating from the existing equipment being used in the Pig Farm
can be heard in the surrounding area (See Appendix II a list of householders attached
which confirms this). Furthermore the additional noise of a gas fueled generator engine in
this peaceful rural setting has not been quantified or adequagely addressed. There is no
proposed monitoring, management or abatement plan fog@hese increased noise levels.
\\
1. No background noise survey has been i%‘ﬁl@ed
2. No quantification of existing noise i as been included
3. No quantification of the addltlona]o Di§e impact arising from the proposed
development has been included & O§
4. No assessment of the effects, gﬂdltlonal noise on the quality of life of residents
or the impacts on wildlife ﬁﬁglsfe area.
S\
Sound travels better over vg@fer and at night and resonates through valley topography
this explains why so malfy people at present hear the auger operating in the piggery at
night. The disturbance of sleep patterns has serious implications for health (immune
system), productivity and well being of local residents.

Regarding page 46:

6000 tonnes per annum of additional waste is to be imported annually to the site namely
belly grass from meat factories and flotation sludges from the dairy industry

1. Will this sporadic influx of different waste constitiuents lead to increased
occurances of shock loading to the digester bacterial flora and subsequent
operational and emissions risks?

2. Will the source of these additional wastes be properly documented and
controlled?

i1
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3. Isthere a risk that additional waste types other than those stated may be used at
this facility, and digestate of these wastes spread on local farms?

4. The reference to additional waste inputs on page 19 fails to specify the exact type
and nature of the waste with the word “ efc. ” being used to identify these inputs
which is totally unacceptable. It would appear that waste will be taken in at a
whim with no complete list of waste types being furnished.

Section H2- Waste Handling

Regarding page 47 of 71:

There is no evidence that any of this material is being transported by an appropriately
permitted contractor, or is being disposed of in an appropriate licensed facility.

Section H3- Waste Handling
P
K

&
&

Regarding page 48 of 71:

N
There is no evidence that any of this material is Q}\1'jsg®transported by an appropriately
permitted contractor, or is being disposed of iparappropriate licensed facility.

3»
&
Section H4-Waste Handling K@%\\O
L
R
Regarding page 49 of 71: s&
S

There is no evidence that anyfgf this material is being transported by an appropriately
permitted contractor, or is being disposed of in an appropriate licensed facility.

Section H5-Waste Handling

Regarding page 50 of 71:

There is no evidence that any of this material is being transported by an appropriately
permitted contractor, or is being disposed of in an appropriate licensed facility.

Section 1 — Existing Environment and Impact of the Activity

Regarding pages 53, 54, 55 and 56:

12
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There is no quantification of environmental impact anywhere in this section. It is
completely deficient up to and including page 56. The deficiency of this section
exhibits a complete disregard for the staff of the facility, the residents of this area, the
fragility of the location of this site and the bordering environment. \

Accident Prevention and Emergency Response

Regarding page 56

It is alarming how inadequate the procedures are to address the risks of fire, gas
leakage, explosion, structural collapse and contamination etc.

1. There is no information regarding measures to be taken in the event of the above
giving the impression that humans are not as important as the environment.

2. Emergency procedure seems to rely entirely on a sergs of telephone numbers.

3. We are very concerned that in the event of an emgsgency there is no procedure to
alert residents in the adjoining area. 3§
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Additional Observations

1. There are no ground water monitoring proposals to deal with sub surface tank
leakages.

2. There are no measures to prevent the contamination of ground water in an area
where the water table in high, and the downstream effects of contamination are
great.

Nl

3. No consideration has been given to the effects of ?orsening high tides at this site
compounded by climate change increases ig\ngaO&level and frequencies of Easterly
and South-Easterly storm events. &95,00@

§ &
S
. '\0{\ é’\ .

4. Overland flow of contaminated giirface water and the movement of contaminated
groundwater is not limited lgf%é%oundary of this proposed development; it is of
huge concern that the site Iocation is in such close proximity to the River Slaney
especially taking into accgiaﬁt the inadequacy of the monitoring and management
strategies to tackle polol\ﬁon events.

d

5. There is no assessment of the impact on the neighbouring residents, or the
protection of the Flora and Fauna of the River Slaney (a candidate SAC),
protection of which is implemented through a suite of Irish and European
legislation.

The proposed development is situated on the banks of the River Slaney, an
area that is designated under the following headings in the Wexford County
Development Plan 2001. '

The River Slaney is designated water, under the European Communities
(Quality of Salmonid Waters ) Regulations 1988 and one of few remaining
spring salmon rivers in Ireland. The Council recognizes the fishing status
of the Slaney and its tributaries and the contribution it can make to
tourism. The River Slaney is a candidate for Special Area of Conservation

14
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and supports several species listed in the European Habitats Directive. As
such the River Slaney is not only of national conservation significance, but

has now been included in European legislation. (Section 5.11) Natural Heritage
Area. (Section 8.3.1)

The River Slaney is designated an area of Vulnerable Landscape, which
represents the County's highest quality scenic landscape, with limited
potential to absorb intensive industrial development, and needs to be given the
greatest possible protection. (Section 8.5.3)

The River Slaney is designated as an area of High Amenity (Section 8.5.13)
Killurin Bridge is on a scenic Route No 9B (Section 8.5.15)

It is the policy of Wexford Co. Council to protect inland waterways as resources
for water based activities, including angling and crgiﬁing. (Section 6.3.5)
§®
Sk

The Slaney Valley in Killurin is now a gandidate for SAC. Tt has now been
designated as a SCI, a Site of Commu#ity Importance, and has now been sent
back to Dublin for formal ratiﬁcg;@;?}p ich is purely a formality.

&

S

N

. This is an Archaeological sife \Pgreat significance. Bearing in mind the
construction of tanks below ground level a cultural heritage assessment should be
required. &

<
. There is no acknowledgement of the grave responsibility of the operator of such a
facility in such an area to act in a way that shows due care to both the
neighbouring residents and the neighbouring environment.

. Local farmers of adjacent lands are opposed to the development due to potentially
adverse effects on, and unquantified risks to their property.

. The spread of digestate fertiliser is not without risk. At a recent IFA delegates
monthly meeting concerns were raised regarding the quality assurance of produce
derived from lands on which digestate was spread. The teagasc expert on slurry
disposal is of the opinion that digestate should ideally be spread on tillage land.
There is potential risk when spread on grass land. It should not be spread on
grassland grazed by milking cows.

15
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Other digestate problems include (a)Nitrogen Levels of digestate are not
consistent; they can vary from 20% - 60%.(b) There is an inherent risk of leaching
into streams & rivers and (c)there is an increase in odour during storage.

10. Because of the Nitrates Directive (and potentially due to negative attitudes to
digestate) it will be necessary to store large volumes of digestate over long
periods of time (November to February especially). This site is most unsuitable
for long term storage of such material. Leaking tanks or pipes coupled with the
surface run off and flash flooding will result in contaminated water running
directly downhill to pollute the river, especially in winter,

In Conclusion A

We the local community have Iyﬁé\onﬁdence in the accuracy and comprehensiveness of
documentation submitted to déte. As we are sure the EPA is aware, according to statute
the EPA is not authorised to grant an IPPC licence to a facility which will cause
environmental pollution. Based on the limited resources available to our community,
even at this stage the documentation submitted does not demonstrate that the proposed
development will not cause environmental pollution nor does it evaluate the possible
environmental impacts. We would request that the community action group is circulated
with all correspondence and associated reports related to the proposed development
because we as a community are significant ‘stakeholders® in its consequential
implementation. We are prepared to engage further in specific queries.

16
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Cros‘s
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Signed :
Wones

Correspondence Address:
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Photo 2: View of bridge on access road, with piggepy-inbackground;



Photo 3: View of pier directly opposite the proposed development.

@‘}&

S
Sy
ENE
QP
P
S,
&

Photo 4: View of houses adjacent to the pier above.
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Photo 5: View sh%giziéfaier and piggery in background.
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A = Complaints against the Licensee (RE-licence REG No. 565)

B = Notification of non-compliance of a previous IPPC licence (licence
REG No. 565)

C = Letter of concern from Department of Agriculture in relation to
operating procedures by the operator while holding an IPPC (licence REG
No. 565)




ENVINONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY
06 |
SEP 2002 Ms Grainne Feighery,
The Lodge,
Ballydoyle,
- Cashel,
.Co. Tipperary.
Environmental Protection Agency,
Johnstown Castle,
Co. Wexford.
5th September 2002
Dear SirMadam,
I am writing to highlight to you a conti roblem we are experiencing in

our small community of Rosegreen, Cashel, Co. Tipgelég?.
S
My name is Grainne Feighery and I havgﬁ)&}] living in the Rosegreen area for
five years. During this time I have lived witlgé%ﬁnsive odours from the local Ronan
Industries Plant. When the smell arises ﬂ@?@ thing I do is close all windows in my
house, usually by this time the smell isdlready in my house. It’s difficult to sleep by

night when the smell is most prevalétﬁ@i? ou would not understand the extent of this

problem until you live in the area. \5\“’0

As of late this problemcﬁo on the increase. While driving from Clonmel
recently I met an oncoming truck from Ronan Industries, the smell from the vehicle

was immediate and as I travelled back the road the smell was prominent in the air for
many miles.

The idea of Ronan Industries trying to set up an Incinerator in the area is
devastating. Like Aidan O’Brien I know I would be leaving the area.

Please look at our side of the story, hoping you can do something for our
community, '

Yours faithfully,

%ainne feigi'%\t
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Complaints Summary

Table 1 shows complaints received by National By-Products during the reporting period. Table 2
provides the Summary Table as per AER guidance.

N
g

- Table 1

I[Date Jan Feb | March |Apr{May | June |July|Aug] Sep | Oct| Nov |Dec|
2002 4 | 1 [ o Jol 2] 1 |1]7]3]7] 3]0
Table 2

Page 10 of 23
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhnta Comhshaoil

Mr. Stephen Houze

X . PO Box 3000
Env.lronmental Engineer Johnstown Castle Estate
National By-Products County Wexford
Castleblake, Rosegreen ' Ireland
Cashel © Tel: +353 53 60600
Co Tipperary : PFax: +353 53 60699

Date Qur ref.
9™ September, 2002. M565/cc48ew.doc
Dear Mr. Houze

&

Bosca Poist 3000
Eastit Chaislein Bhaile Shedin

Contae Loch Garman
Eire

Email: info@epa.ie
Website: www.epa.ie

Your ref.

Please find enclosed a copy of a complamt recen@i from Grainne Feighery on
09/09/2002 in relation to your facility. The corktf;x%a ‘of the enclosed have been noted

and may be subject to further action by the Ag ?@
Q
\

Please revert to the Agency detailing X «‘f%sponse to this complamt outlining any
unusual incidents or circumstances é?gyi:ermng the period in question and where
relevant, the measures put in place\t% Prevent a reoccurrence of such incidents. Please
quote the above reference in all fu%g@ correspondence in relation to this matter.

&°

S
Yours sincerely - 0{\095‘
O

%Mu,\ WO MDA
N
Licensing and Control

Encls.

5

WOwl\Lic&Cont\CTRIMPC Documcnts\MSG1-570;1\:/1565\00486w.doc . %‘ <9
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‘Mr. & Mrs. Andrew Murphy,

=== 3 Coronation Street,
oy Qi?r&‘gn P\geﬁc:’ E

e ent Rosegreen,
CASHEL,
70 MAR 2003 | CO. TIPPERARY.
Environmental Protection Aggncy, aeEMENT |
P. O. Box 3000 | jpC ENFORY Tt
Johnston Castle Estate, Y= e
Co. Wexford, IR o
16th March 2003 2.0 MAR 2003
Dear Sir/Madam,

Re : Ronan's Factory, Clonmel Road, Rosegre@j:l

We wish to complain yet again about (heq}@ontmumg foul smell yet again
from the spreading of slurry resul‘ugg Qﬁ%m Ronan's factory. Now we realise
that they are decommissioning t}@i@‘goons from your previous
correspondence to us. Howev z@be were lead to believe that they were not
allowed to spread on Sundz\)"% %Vell following yesterday’s horrific stench T’
refrained yet again from ﬁ@hng out washing and not allowing my 6-month
baby to be out in the gal;den through out the day. Well today, Sunday, the
smell was unbearab%@%ve had to bring washing back in that we had hung
out first thing. Furthermore we were unable to air the house by opening any
windows. We live in a row of houses more than a mile away from Ronan’s

and to be honest none of use could appreciate the glorious weather we are
experiencing.

We appeal to you to take action against the continuing ﬂoundermg by
Ronan's of the regulations they are bound by. Once again we appeal to you
to help our family as I am continually questioning my Husband as to why he
brought us to this so say wonderful area when we cannot enjoy it. We live in
fear for our family’s health.

We thank you for your time concerning the aforementioned problems.
Yours truly, \

Andrew & Polly Murphy.

Py F EPA Export 25-07-2013:17:08:28
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Tullamaine,
Fethard,
Co. TlpﬂPerary
April 257, 2003
Mr Pat Geoughan,
Environmental Protection Age Mces
Johnstown Castle Est,
Co. Wexford.

RE: National-By-Products

Dear Mr Geoughan,

I am writing to you with a list of complaints in relation to
“Nétional-By-Products” at Rosegreen, Cashel, Co. Tipperary. I already sent a list of
dates to you in December last, but as I have not recelved any confirmation I am
forwarding them again along with some new dates. ,

Enclosed you will find two pages with a number of dates and
times ranging from Monday J une 10™ 2002 to Sunday March 2?31 2003, These dates
are just some of the many occasions on which I got a fgul qﬁd repulsing odour from
the aforementioned plant. The locations range fromg‘ny%ome address in Tullamaine,
to the village of Ballyclerihan (approximately ,\fa‘l@ﬁlﬂes from Ronan Industries)
along the public road:" : 0966\\ o

This is just one as;%@ of the many problems associated with this
plant and I am hoping that the EPA usder its current remit will do something of
“rele\ganée’.’ to correct the proble@oas it is a serious breach of environmental
legislation. . |
, I look forward to hearing from you soon and’hope that the EPA
will not yet again make an excuse for the behaviour.of the plant as was done in the
past. My patience is running thin and from allAthe information 1 have gathered it
certainly does not improve my opinion-of the EPA and their r(;le in environmental

legislation.

Awaiting your prompt reply,, . . .
Yours Faithfully, . .. . .

: -v$

) 5;! 5 )f~ A L .
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DAY DATE TIME

Wednesday 18/09/02 - 09:05
Wednesday - 18/09/02 18:55
Wednesday 18/09/02 20:20
Thursday 19/09/02 02:10
Sunday 22/09/02 12:57
Monday 23/09/02 19:25
Tuesday 24/09/02 01:45
Tuesday 24/09/02 19:15
Wednesday 25/09/02 . 01:50
Wednesday 2/10/02 00:00
Saturday 5/10/02 18:50
Sunday 6/10/02 20:45
Monday 7/10/02 08:45
Monday 7/10/02 23:15
Wednesday 9/10/02 22:50
Thursday 10/10/02 20:00
Thursday 10/10/02 20:15
Thursday 10/10/02 22:25
Friday 1/11/02 . 0815
Friday 18/10/02 08:30 &
Friday © 18/10/02 13:45 &
Wednesday 30/10/02 13:40 & &
Wednesday 30/10/02 19:507 5
Friday 3/01/03 11063
Friday 3/01/03 Y7
Thursday 27/02/03 5 &T7:00
Thursday 27/02/03 (S $717:29
Thursday 27/02/03 <& 18:13
Sunday 2/03/03 & 18:35

Qo&?;\

AY &
Ry .
3’!;&}% A 7
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DAY
Monday
Wednesday
Thursday
Wednesday
Friday
Friday
Thursday
Thursday
Thursday
Friday
Tuesday
Sunday
Sunday
Monday
Wednesday
Friday
Friday
Saturday
Sunday
Wednesday

- Friday

Saturday
Wednesday
Thursday
Sunday
Sunday
Sunday
Thursday
Friday
Sunday
Sunday
Monday
Monday
Tuesday
Tuesday
Tuesday
Friday
Wednesday
Thursday
Friday
Saturday
Saturday
Saturday
Sunday
Monday
Tuesday
Tuesday
Tuesday

DATE

10/06/02
12/06/02
13/06/02
03/06/02
05/07/02

05/07/02

11/07/02
18/07/02
18/09/02
19/07/02
23/07/02
28/07/02
28/07/02
29/07/02
31/07/02
9/08/02

9/08/02

10/08/02
11/08/02
14/08/02
16/08/02
17/08/02
21/08/02
22/08/02
25/08/02

25/08/02 <°
25/08/02

29/08/025"
30/0862
1/09/02
1/09/02
2/09/02
2/09/02
3/09/02
3/09/02
3/09/02
6/09/02
11/09/02
12/09/02
13/09/02
14/09/02
14/09/02
14/09/02
15/09/02
16/09/02
17/09/02
17/09/02
17/09/02

TIME
01:30
20:30
18:00
20:11
15:05
16:40
01:45
18:21
19:57
09:00
01:47
13:00
20:34
18:35
22:25
14:55
18:10
14:25
00:05

&

&

. &

N

03:00°.5
17

. OQ i 0
£5c19:26

&
O
o

O

%«@ 13:40

18:30
01:30
22:18
01:55
18:25
18:30
20:45
20:55
© 01:40
09:35 .
16:30
02:40
21:55
02:15
03:10
11:45
15:35
18:49
18:20
08:43
01:55
19:10
22:35
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COMPLAINTS

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhni Comhshaoil

Ms Jean Hayden
Blackcastle . PO Box 3000 Bosca Poist 3000
Rosegreen _ Johnstown Castle Estate Eastat Chaislean Bhaile Shedin
Cashel County Wexford Contae Loch Garman
Co Tipperary Ireland Eire
Tel: +353 53 60600 Email: info@epa.ie
Fax: +353 53 60699 Website: www.epa.ie
Date ' Qur ref. - : Your ref.
25/10/02 . M565/gc21.doc
Dear Ms Hayden

Thank you for your letter to the Environmental Protection Agency regarding odour emiséions
from National By-Products. We received a significant numbeg?of complaints in relation to this
facility and in response to these, which included yours, the fgﬁowmg action was taken.
\% S
We requested a written response to all complamfs carefully assessed these.

e EPA Inspectors carried out a number of dayg@ d night-time unannounced site inspections
during August, September and October oqéhg ollowing dates:

August: Thursday 22“d & F
September: Thursday 5%, Qﬁ%? Fnday 27 & Sunday 30%,
October: Tuesday 1" & V‘? editesday ond
e We requested and received, fr om National By-Products, computerised data specific to wind

direction and wind speed. lig'data has been validated.
Thorough examination by the EPA, of the above information, identified the following;

* A rendering odour was detected at locations downwind of the plant during a number of

Agency inspections. These locations were at the lay-by, just past the factory gate and also
approximately 200 metres down the cottages road. No odour was detected at any other
location. This rendering odour is being generated from decommissioning of earthen lagoons
on-site, mainly through ag1tat1on of the material in the lagoons in order to facilitate its
removal.
This is part of an agreed programme and the timeframe for complet1on of this project is 31
October 2002. On its completion, approximately 50% of the effluent lagoons, which have
been on-site for approximately 15-20 yeats, will have been decommissioned and land
restoration finished.

The remainder of the lagoons are to be fully decommissioned in 2003' as part of an agreed
programme of works. The Agency considers this work to be necessary to eliminate a

significant potential source of odours from the site and to provide protection for streams and
groundwaters in the vicinity of the site.

nsal
~
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¢ A number of complaints could not be validated on the basis of wind direction. Inspection
findings did not correlate with complainants allegations, or production records as certified by
the Department of Agriculture and Food, which indicated that the faclhty was not in
production during times when odour complaints were made.

You will be intere_sted to learn that the revised Integrated Pollution Control licence, issued by the
EPA to National By-Products in October 2001, imposes strict environmental controls on the
company to limit, abate and reduce all emissions from the activity. As a direct result of strict
enforcement of these conditions of the licence a number of major improvement works have been
implemented on site. These works include the following:

o Installation of two Thermal Oxidation (TO) systems for the treatment of odours from both
production plants in accordance with Best Available Techniques for the rendering sector.:

e Elimination of rendering liquid effluent from the process through the installation of the TO

systems, thereby eliminating any requirement for effluent lagoon storage and the. associated
landspreading practices.

e Construction of new process buildings and upgrade of existing buildings designed to ensure
no odour escape.

P
NS
. A 5
o [Installation of a new surface water collection/di_sposal sa;@gfem to improve quality of surface
water discharges to the River Moyle. \‘\
S o

» Construction of reinforced concrete bunding Q@ﬁxd blood storage and tallow tanks to ensure.
containment of these materials, in the ev%tb@ pillage.
_ £
R
e Decommissioning of uncovered ea@h\ i 0)‘iagoons for the storage of effluent — phase one is
almost completed. Final phase to b@Qcompleted in 2003, at which time approximately 2.4

hectares of lagoons are expected Q}éﬁlave been fully decommissioned with the land area being
returned to grassland use. &

We consider that the above works if properly managed and operated by the company should
ensure corpliance with the licence. We are committed to mamtammg a close watch on the site
to ensure that this is the case.

The Environmental Protection Agency will continue to enforce the revised IPC licence and will
take such enforcement action, as it considers necessary to ensure compliance with the licence.
‘'We will continue to log all complaints and to notify the company seeking explanations. Where
possible, complaints should be made to the company in the first instance. The Agency will
continue to inspect the site as it considers necessary.

May we thank you for your support, interest and assistance in this matter and to assure you of
our commitment to enforcing this licence.

Yours sincerely, .

E. B.Her

Dr Tom Stafford.
Licensing & Control
9‘ !
'(E N - - = N
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T COMPLIANVCE.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhni Comhshaoil

Mr. Stephen Houze Regional Inspectorate  Cigireacht Réigitnach
Environmental Engineer Richview Dea-Radharc
National Bv-Products Clonskeagh Road Bothas Cluzin Sceach/
Ca lt? bala_ky R , Dublin 14, Ireland Baile Atha Cliath 14, Eire

astleblake, Rosegreen
Cashel ’ & Tel: +353 1 268 0100 Email: info@epa.ie
CaSTe Fax: +353 1 268 0199 Website: www.epa.ie

o Tipperary
Date Qur ref. Your ref.
26 June 2003 M565/mnc02ls.doc

Notification of N on-ComEliance
Déar Mr. Houze \o?
The xén—comphances with IPC licence Register No. 56§D‘as detailed in the attached audit
repoft have been noted by the Agency. 00\0
A
QQ @9

ACTION REQUIRED éJ N

+ Submit a schedule to the Agen(,\y &ﬁ%hm ten working days which details how and
when the non-compliances spéégi)ed within the audit report will be rectified.

Failure to comply with the requ ?nents specified in this notification of non-comphance
will lead to further enforcerrgﬁ’?;ctlon by the Agency. If you have any queries please
contact the Lead Auditor specified in theteport.

Please quote the above refer'encgéi.nffil;tu_ré‘Eb;respondence in relation to this matter.
'_,,/ Ve s \;

. P Y
Yours smcerely /« e 3

Leo §weeney ,-‘ e
Licensing and ontroi

Encl.
nsal
R ' Y a0
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IPC LICENCE AUDIT
e REPORT

Licensee: National By Products
Register Number: 565 Date of Audit:  10/04/2003 °
Location: ~ Castleblake Announced/ Unannounced
' Unannounced:
Rosegreen
Cashel
County Tipperary
Person Contacted: Mr Stephen Houze Previous Audit: 08 July 1999
Position: Environmental Manager Audit Criteria: IPC Licence Reg. No. 565
_ Issued: 17/10/2001
Lead Auditor: Leo Sweeney Inspector: \}Bptrick Geoghegan
&
&
B . *
1. SITE MEETING o%fé\

On arrival at the site at 10.30 am the audit team were metHy QM? Stephen Houze and Mr Michael Fitzgerald and
an immediate inspection of the site was undertaken. The meketing to review reports, assessments, records
documentation and procedures required under the W@nce, commenced at 14:05 and the following were in

attendance: ' \(\éé ‘5‘0

Representing National By Products: QS;Q*.\\Q
Mr Stephen Houze @ﬁg\viromnental Manager
Mr Michael Fitzgerald OOQ General Manager (for part of the meeting)
Mr Paul Whelan Plant Engineer (for part of the meeting)

Representing the Environmental Protection Agency:

Mr Leo Sweeney Lead Auditor
Mr Patrick Geoghegan Inspector '

2. ON-SITE ASSESSMENT

2.1 Site Tour

A tour of the site was conducted, special attention was paid to the waste intake/ handling areas, bunding and
containment of wastes stored on site, thermal oxidation systems, surface water collection/disposal system,
earthen lagoons as well as general site housekeeping.

’

11 \OwiLic&Cont\CTRLUPC Documents\MB41-650\M647\ar01ls.doc
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2.2 Interview
The following representatives were interviewed during the audxt

Mr Stephen Houze Environmental Manager _
Mr Michael Fitzgerald _ General Manager (for part of the meeting)
Mr Paul Whelan Plant Engineer

2.3 Documentation
The following documentation was requested for review:

Record Comment
Incident requiring Condition 4.1 potification Adequate
Incident requiring notification to Local Authority Adequate
Odour audit . Generally adequate
Fugitive emissions programme Generally adequate
Management plan for handling, processing of raw See observation%amo. 4)
materials &
’\.
Energy audit Adeq&ﬁte,&*\
Bund integrity assessments %év gb“servanons (No. 5)
SIS
N
i
3. CLOSING MEETING RGN
S &

The closing meeting commenced at 16:30 and st\lrg@qalttendees were as at the opening meeting

Q

Leo Sweeney gave a summary of the audit t. The licensee was found to be in non-compliance with the
Integrated Pollution Control Licence m&t@ area listed below. Observations made during the audit (listed
below), were discussed.

The licensee was briefed on the Agency’s teportmg procedures and was advised that an audit report would be
issued.

Finally, the licensee was thanked for the courteous and co-operative manner of the staff, and the assistance and
co-operation extended during the audit.

4. AUDIT FINDINGS:

4.1 Audit Non-Compliances: '

The audit process is a random sample on a particular day of a facility's compliance with some of its IPC licence
conditions. Where a non-compliance against a particular condition has not been reported, this should not be
construed to mean that there is full compliance with that condition of the licence.

The licensee was found to be in non-compliance with the requirements of the IPC licence in respect of the
following on the day of the audit (Schedule and Condition numbers refer to the IPC Licence):

\\owl\hc&com\xpc enforcement templates\live ipe tepnplatesiaud rpt.dot -
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L. The building where blood is unloaded is not under negative pressure and consequently it is not capable
of achieving a minimum air ventilation rate of 8 air changes per hour.

Condition 5.15 states

The air extraction rates throughout all buildings where animal by-products, blood, fish, intermediates
or finished products (excluding cooled finished products) are deposited, stored, processed or
manufactured shall be increased to provide a minimum air ventilation rate of 8 air changes per hour,
within six months from the date of grant of this licence. A completion report, which shall form part of
an air treatment improvéement report, shall be submitted within seven months from the date of grant of
this licence.

Corrective Action Required

The air extraction rates through the buildings where blood is unloaded shall be engineered to provide a
minimum air ventilation rate of 8 air changes per hour as per Condition 5.15 above.

2. Tallow storage tanks (3) located at the SRM processing plant are not vented to air abatement plant
Tallow from storage tanks is being loaded out to road haulage tankers without any venting to air
abatement plant.

Condition 5.19 states 009"

The licensee shall, within six months of the date of gra%t 0 iﬁzs licence, ensure that all air emissions
arising from loading/unloading of on-site tallow stor@ fanks and blood storage tanks are vented tfo
suitable air abatement plant. In addition all talla?? d blood transport tankers shall be vented to
suitable air abatement plant or back vented. 4&Feport on the venting of emissions to air abatement
plant shall be submitted to the Agency wzthm&%g onth of completion.

c& W

\Q

Vent air emissions arising from loadgg of on-site tallow storage to road haulage tankers and from on-
site tallow storage tanks to su1tal§gn abatement plant as per Condition 5.19 above.

Corrective Action Required

3. A raw material skip was obse{'bed leaving the confines of the raw matenal intake building without
having its covering refitted.

Condition 7.9 states

All vehicles, trailers and containers used for the transport of animal by-products and fish to the site of
the activity shall be washed down and shall have their coverings refitied prior to leaving the confines

of the raw materials intake buildings and shall pass through a wheel wash after exiting the material

intake building and prior to leaving the site of the activity.

Corrective Action Required

Ensure that all vehicles, trailers and containers have their coverings refitted prior to leaving the
confines of the raw materials intake buildings as per Condition 7.9 above.

4. Raw material (SRM) was being stored in the open yard in a skip and a trailer unit.
Condition 7.10 states

Raw material for processing shall be uncovered, unloaded and deposited within the confines of the
intake building. Raw material shall not be uncovered or deposited or stored in the open yard.

4

\\owl\hc&cont\lpc enforcement templates\live ipc, templates\aud_rpt.dot
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Corrective Action Required
Raw material shall not be stored in the open yard having regard to the requirements of Condition 7.10.

5. Underground pump sumps located at the blood intake building and SRM raw materjal intake building
were not fitted with high level liguid alarms.

Condition 11.3.5 states

All pump sumps or other treatment plant chambers from which spillage might occur shall be fitted with
high liquid level alarms within nine months from the date of grant of this licence.

Corrective Action Required

All pump sumps or other treatment plant chambers from which spillage might occur shall be fitted with
high liquid level alarms in accordance with Condition 11.3.5 above.

4.2 Audit Observations:

While these observations do not constitute non-conformances with any condition of the hcence they should be
addressed by the licensee and reported back to the Agency in accordance with the request under Follow-Up

Actions below.
&
1. ‘Waste Storage Lagoons %\é\
: : SN
Decommissioning of the earthen lagoons is currently ay however there are four lagoons which
contain high levels of waste. It is necessary to un a re-evaluation and assessment of the

structure and integrity of lagoons which contimé\eg‘? @\3 used to store waste to ensure that there are no
possibilities of breaches or collapse resulWﬂlage’s. The decommissioning should focus on the

reduction of waste levels in all remaining 20

$ S
2. Raw Material Intake Buildings << *&

The opening of doors on raw matgjﬁl intake buildings result in the escape of odours to the external
environment. Inevitably this cg@nues to be a source of odorous emissions from this facility. The
company should provide air locks at each of the raw material intake buildings to ensure that odours
from this source are avoided.

3. Covering of Raw Material
It was observed that some vehicles, trailers and containers used to transport raw materials are fitted
with a mesh type covering. This type of material is not suitable for minimising odours and should in
all instances be replaced with a suitable waterproof, washable covering.

4, Management of Blood
Management plans for the collection, transfer and processing of blood (in accordance with Condition
7.11) should be reviewed to mcoxporate the venting of collectxon tankers during the collection of blood
at ouflying sites.

5. Bund Ihtegrity

There is a small ope on the tallow/oil storage bund which may allow the escape of liquids in the event
of a spillage to this area. This ope should be sealed to ensure the integrity of the bund structure.

\\owl\hc&cont\xpc enforcement ternplates\live ipc templates\aud pt.dot
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6. Blood handling procedure

A documented procedure should be developed and all relevant staff trained in blood handling and
transfer such that spillage’s and in particular nuisance odorous are avoided.

7. Surface water interceptors

Surface water interceptors (2) have been installed on-site through which all surface waters must pass

prior to discharge. It is necessary to develop a documented procedure for the routine de-sludging of
these interceptors.

8. Maintenance and checking of High Level Liquid Alarms

High level liguid alarms which are fitted to tanks from which spillage’s might occur, shall be included
as part of the routine maintenance schedule to ensure that they are maintained and tested routinely.

4.3 General comment:

National By Products received a revised IPC licence on 17/10/2001 which required significant upgrading
of the facility over that which was required in the previous IPC licence. Since this revised IPC licence has
been issued the company have installed two thermal recuperative oxidisers to treat the most odorous air
streams arising on-site, in addition to eliminating waste water streams arising for disposal. The air bio-
filters continue to deal with the low odour high volume air streams, arisihg primarily from raw material
intake and processing buildings. : ,@é

In addition the company have undertaken upgrading progmﬁb@?‘s to improve building integrity and have
substantially completed phase one of the decomnnssmr@g&@on—sue lagoons. The final de-commissioning
phase is currently underway. \\Q

Blood handlmg arrangement need to be signiﬁ%aﬁiy*hghtencd up as detailed earlier in this audit report. In
addition it is the view of this audit team that E@%lsmn air locks at raw material intake buildings would
eliminate a significant source of fugitive epﬁb@\ns to atmosphere.

The company have invested significant g.:%’ources in upgrading and i mlprovmg this site since the previous

site audit. The current situation repggéents a noteworthy improvement in environmental management and
operations on site. OO{\

5. FoLLow-Up ACTIONS

The licensee should inform the Agency of the actions taken to close out the Corrective Action Requests raised in
this audit report. These actions will be-verified during subsequent audits.

Report prepared by: / - Reviewed by: Pat Geoghegan
prep Y . :

Date: %/ 5/9 2. Date: 26/05/03
! 7

£
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
An Ghniomhaireacht um Chaomhnit Comhshaoil

Mr. Stephen Houze. : ‘ PO Box 3000 Bosca Poist 3000
Environmental Engineer Johnstown Castle Estate Eastit Chaisledn Bhaile Sheiin
National By-Products County Wexford Contae Loch Garman
Castleblake, Rosegreen _ Ireland Eire
Cashel g Tel: +353 53 60600 Email: info@epa.ie
Co Tipperary Fax: +353 53 60699 Website: www.epa.ie
Date N Our ref. Your ref.

}'{_ffﬂ .

oy ‘fg‘: e

£

19/03/2003 %'n...,ﬂ ;W?ﬁ/ 25pg.doc
Request for Furiliet Information
Dear Mr. Houze &
@

S
The Environmental Protection Agency has revieweg&‘b@Notiﬁcation report submitted on
12/03/2003 in response to spillage of efﬂuegﬁggm earthen lagoons. The Agency
requests that you submit the following a %@ml information so that a complete
assessment of the incident may be completgﬂ“{\@\*

1. Provide an estimate of the total quaﬁgyoof effluent which escaped from the lagoons

. o QO
onto: f@@
(i) the adjacent land O

(ii) the nearby land drain and’river Moyle.

This estimate should be based on pumping ratesdf the mechanical plant employed to
return the effluent to the lagoons. Cognisance should be taken of all losses through
ponding etc.

Y

2. Confirm that the loss of integrity of the lagoon wall as evidenced by the undersigned
during the EPA site inspection of 13/3/2003, resulting in some effluent still escaping
the lagoon, has now been remedied and that the breach of this lagoon wall has since
been fully repaired through additional embankment restoration.

3. Submit weekly reports to this office detailing the progress on decommissioning of
the remaining earthen lagoons on-site. These reports shall detail the following:

(i) quantity of effluent that is landspread and quantity remaining in lagoons
(ii) the date of landspreading

(iii)the identity of the contractor and method used
&S

' WOw\Lic&Cont\CTRLMPC Documents\M561 -570\1\/('56_'§§gc25pg.doc
L # ,.,,» . -
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(iv) A 1:2500 scaled map of the area landspread

The first report shall be submitted by Monday 24 March 2003 and by Monday of each
week thereafter.

Please revert to the Agency with information items 1 and 2 above within 5_working
days of the date of this notification. If you have any queries please contact the
undersigned at the above number.

Please quote the above reference ini future correspondence in relation to this matter.

Yours sincerely

aerre

Patri Geégheéan
Licensing and Control
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Mr, Sheridan DCYO
Dr. Gunn SSVI

Mv. Cassidy PO

Mr. Dinneny AP

Ronans Rendexing Plant,

In earlier reports, I have expressed my concems about the treatment of waste water at
this rendering plant.

Background:

When animal by-products are treated at a rendering plant most of the water, which
accounts for 60% of the weight of the raw material (90% in the case of blood), is
removed as steam. This steam is condensed back into water and traditionally was sent
to the waste water treatment plant where the nutrients were removed and the water
then returned to nature. Lately a number of rendering plants have installed thermal
oxidisers which burn off the steamn and release the gasses to the atmosphere. : ’\
(Ronans rendering plant was unique in that up until late in 2002 no proper treatment (\r\
for waste water existed. This water was sent through a serjes of underground channels T
1o lagoons on the land adjacent to the rendering plai\nt angt allowed to soak away).
N
The other type of watet in a rendering plant is gfathogenic water, which comes in with
the raw material and derives from the washisigif both raw material trucks and of the
floors of the wnclean part of the plant. "lflggis?e er must be directed to the processing
line and be processed with the other @O@&\ateﬁal.
. 3
Numerous letters from Ronans, ghc.gmost recent being that of 09/01/03 signed by Mr.
Jack Ronan, claim that washﬁtcr is returned for processing. However, the report of
M. Carthy SVI of 01/02/03 and the photographs of Dr. O’ Driscoll VI make it clear
that this was not the case and that water which should have been treated in the
rendering system continued to make its way to a series of lagoons on the land below
0 the rendering plant .
< The explanation offered by the company is that one of the manholes over the

drainwork to the lagoons was filled with concrete last November, thus preventing the

waste water leaving a sump. The waste water, according to the company was then

pumped back for treatment. This system failed due to corrosion of the concrete

poured into the manhole.

This explanation is hard to believe.

The Department of Agriculture has been suspicious for some time that waste water
from this plant was still being sent to the lagoons and the evidence of Mr. Carthy and
Dr. O’Driscoll tends to confirm these suspicions. It must be emphasied that this water

probably came from the unclean part of the plant and must be considered to have been
pathogenic.
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TO: Dr.Gerry Byrne From: David Lynch

TSE Section

EPA Department of Agriculture,
Food & Rural Development

' Agriculture House (1W
Johnstown (?stle Kildare Street

: Dublin 2
Wexford Treland

Fax : 053-60699 Fax 353 16072370
Ph. Tel 35316072792

Date : 14/02/2003 B

Number of Pages to Follow: | j (inciuding cover sheet)

MESSAGE &

§®~
o

Gerry, I

. & i
SN

Ass.Sec. Tom Moran has requestgdigi&this apparent breech at the Ronan

Rendering plant be investigat?@\f%%% matter of urgency.

<<O

N
o@&
\C}
(/) /4
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The recent report on the cross-over of the MBM and bloodmeal lines is another
example of the Department discovering that the facts were different from that which
the company claimed.

! These facts should be taken into account in any decision to award a SRM rendering “
licence to this company. :

David Lynch SVI
14/02/2002

&
&
N
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F &
S
&
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&
o
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District Veterinary Office,
Government Bulldings,
Davis St. Tipperary
01/02/2002

Re: Leakanes & Snillages at National By-Products Ltd.

Mr.-David Lynch S.V.1
Further to our phone call concerning the above Plant, the following are the maln items of concem.

| received a phone call on Friday from Dr. H. O'Driscoll V.l who stated he had great concems over
spillages and leakages which had eccurred from the above Plant, He requested that | should visit the Plant
and see for myself.

't arrived at the Plant at 4.45pm and had requested Mr. M. Fitzgerald, Plant Manager, to acoo}npany me
(together with Mr. John Hegarty S.A.0. and Mr. James Ryan $.A.0.) around to where these incldents
- geeurred. Due to ofher commitments he did not arrive until post inspection had occurred.

As you are familiar with the Plant fet me point out the location where the spillages and leakages happefied
as found by the Dept. Staff,

a) The interceptor In the field beside the heatherbed of ;ge “Bone & Fat Plant’. On arrival
~ three employees of the Plant were gazing down at the solid tallow that had accumulated
in the interceptor and pipe leading into it. They g{é‘re considering how to dislodge it and
how it could have got tiiere. We fol!owedéfﬁa&ipe from the interceptor to its end but
found no evidence, of leakage to this pelint Management had informed both yourself,
myself and other Dept. Officials previg_ﬁgs" hat this interceptor was required by the EPA
to collect only rain water from bot ungalow yard -area and surface water from the
: . roof. and yard of the “Bone & Fal Rlant’, Photos of today’s evidence were taken by Dr.
; O'Driscolf V. |, And are enclosgda” : o
- : b) A manhole near the pig sl ik — On my inspection there was no evidence of liquid
flow thro' this system. HQ ver, 5 hours earlier the above named Dept. Officials
observed a fast full ﬁovt%ﬂxquid thro it. Dr. H. O'Driscoll had taken pictures to prove that
is the case. We were jiformed that this pipe, which emanates from the holding tank in
the yard, was made fedundant when the factory installed the new Thermal Oxidizer. The
holding tank is supposed to retain all spillages and washings from the clean area of the
Plant and the taflow tank enclosed area for pumping into the steel tank. . The liquid Is
then supposed o be pumped from there into the raw material intake container at the
start of the sterilizer. Clearly this is not the case. it was quite obvious that the washings
were going directly from the holding tank thro' this manhole directly into ths lagoons and
- the volume and strength of flow did not suggest that it was a leak as suggested by the
Plant personnel. ' '

c) The ground area around the tallow tanks has been sealed off by means of a low wall. It .
is alleged that the water downpipg from-the roof of the adjacent building runs
underground to flow into the holding tank teferred to above, It was plain to see that this
was broken possibly during construction of the retaining wall. It was thro’ this pipe the
spillage of tallow appeared to flow. | understand from Management that up t0 4 tonnes of
tallow could have éverflowed during this spillage and that a similar spiliage ocourred the
previous Saturday. . ,

. ey e s ,
NET RSN .

In light of the apparent breaches and the fact that it is at this location it is proposed to site A
, the SRM Tallow tank for the incineration of tallow, Dept. Officials locally have grave - .

concems as 1o the granting of such a concession. | received a phohe calf to say the Co. is :
. getling an outside contractor to look at the leakages and would forward-a report to me. -

Ray Carfhy

.04
|4-FEB-003 FRI 14:31 393 ! 60‘72370
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14702 2003 13:39 FAX 353 1 6072370

National By-Products
Address Castleblake
Rosegreen

Cashel
Co. Tipperary

Phone 052 35600

Neotification Report
Date:  03/02/03

Occurrence Details

On the aftemoon of Friday 31/0

from the MPI plant.
Backgroynd

A thermal oxidiser was installed in MPI in September 2002,.Su
ensure zero emissions from the plant were carried out in

’ Dept of Agriculure

Reg. No. 565.

from the rendering plant was been treated in the plant” &>

Under the old system effluent from the plant went
and B and on to the lagoons for storage. After

filled with a concrete
mix so that discharge to
the lagoon was no

MP
fonger possible. A tagoon <&

pumping system was
installed in the water
collection sump to
pump liquid back to the
MPI plant for
processing. It was
discovered on Friday
that liquid was visible
at Manhole B passing
through to the MPI
lagoon

Mefinol's
>
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&
&
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1/03 it was reported that thare was a discharge to the lagoon coming

NS
bsequent changes to the pipework 1o
2002. This work meant that at! effluent

sWater Collection Sump, onto manhole A
Wal oxidiser was installed Manhole A was
&

Roturm 10 Piint

)

{
Waler ¢olecsion Sump
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A coil was fitted to the small tank adjacent to the down pipe approx. one week ago. The coil is
deigned to keep any tallow coming from the valve and control system on the tallow tank from

solidifying. During this work the old down pipe from the MPI building was broken at ground level.
This is shown in red in photo No. 4.

On Tuesday the 28/01/03 an emor in stock reparts led to overfilling of the tallow tank adjacent to
this downpipe. The overflow from the tank was of the order of 500 gallons. The vast bulk of this

spillage was contained by the bund. But as the old downpipe from the guttering was broken at
ground level some tallow made its way to the surface water drain.

Corrective Actions:

On Saturday moming 01/02/03 concrete was poured in order 1o seal off the old surface water pipe,
The old down pipe was removed. This is shown in photo No. 5,

The tallow was removed from the interceptor and line and retumed to plant.
Munster Drain were on site early Monday moming to finish this work.

New level controls and stricter stock monitoring is been implemented in @e MP} plant to ensure that

" no overflow can occur from the tallow storage tanks. &\
&
S
&
N
Conclusion. \\}QO S

The cause of the incident was a combination of a géh in the integrity of the bund when an old
downpipe was broken at ground level. A sub \nﬁsptllage of tallow, although largely contained
by the bund, contaminated the surface wat % The interceptor on the surface water system did
the Job it was designed for and ensured thit ng\contamination entered the receiving water. The
contamination was cleaned quickly and eftéctively, The sealing of the old pipe and the introduction
of new controls on tallow stock taking ﬂ ensyre that this occurrence will not happen again.

{\
C)O

Signed Stephen Houze
Environmental Manager

Axé\»)((w, od\ezlo3
{ ; .

#
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Photo No.2 illustrates the position after bund construction and prior to this incident. The downpipe
was intercepted at the point shown and diverted away and out of the bund. The pipe was joined into
the guttering system on the adjacent boiler system, The old down pipe was left in position as the
pipe was sealed into the concrete on the floor of the bund. :

Photo No. 3 shows this guttering system on the boiler house and the pipe from the MPI guttering.
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A list of householders affected by odour and noise from the

pc

iggery and landfill
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Crossabeg/ Killurin Local Environment Association

We the undersigned have suffered over the last 25 years, and are continuing to
suffer from bad odours both from the dump, and from the adjoirfhg piggery.

The odour from the dump since the capping has occurred has seen a noticeable
improvement, but the odour from the piggery contrary to what the management
of the pig farm woufd havesis believe is#otally unacceptable.

We gan accurately predict the intensity of the odours, from the weather
conditions, and time of the year.

We also know the routes which the odours take as they leave Killurin in summer,
with liftle wind and high humidity, they will meander likg a fég alon? the river.

Since these smelis are not foung at such Ievels in the vicirity of other piggeries,
we can only conclude that the problem was one of location, it being situated in a
valley on the béink of the river Slaney &
\QQ;
It would be considered a grave error of judgenlgngxio compound the errors of the
past, by granting a licence for an increase in#he'number of pigs on site, and the
granting of a licence for the erection of arg% robic digester.
(\ &

The smells emanating from the anagbobib digester will be a combination of

Ammonia, S8
Hydrogen Sulphide, &
Mercaptans N
Volatile fatty Acids, o@f?
Fish waste ©

Animal waéle

The granting of this licence is perceived as a further burden on the long su‘ffenng
community, who have put up with unpleasant odours duringshe last 25 years
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Noise Emisgidns

We thé undersigned strongly refute the statement gu"n the EPA Licence
Submission Sedtion E.4 Noise Emissions Page 40 of 71  which state’
that “The activities currently on $ite dd not generate noise levels that could
be detected at site boundary”.

The noise emqnatmg from the exn&tmg equipment being used in tﬁe Pig
Farm can be heard in the surrounding area. (See list of housgholders
attached.)

We also notthe following are not included in the EPA Licence submission;

No background noise survey included

No quantificatiolg of existing noise impact ingluded

No guantification of noise impact arising from the proposed
development.
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From: ' 24/05/2005 08:47 #250 P.001

Noise Emissions

We the underslgned strongly refute the statement on the EPA Licence
Submission Section E.4 Noise Emissions Page 40 of 71 which states
that “The activities currently on site do not generate nolse levels that could
be detected at site boundary”.

@ The noise emanatmg from the existing equlpment being used in the Pig
Farm can be heard in the surroundmg area.-{See list of househeolders
attached.)

We also note the following are not inciuded in the EPA Llcence
subrmission;

¢ No background noise survey included
No quantification of existing noise impact included
+ No quantification of noise impact arising from the proposed

development. .
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From: 24/05/2006 08:47 #250 P.002

Noise Emissions

We the undersigned strongly refuie the statement on the EPA Licence
Submission Section E.4 Noise Emissions Page 40 of 71 which states
that “The acfivities currently on site do not generate noise levels that could

be detected at site boundary™.

The noise emanating from the existing equipment being used in the Pig
Farm can be heard in the surrounding area. (See list of householders

attached.)

We also note the following are not included in the EFA Licence
submission;

* No background noise survey included

¢ No quantification of existing noise impact included

» No quantification of noise nmpact arising from the proposed
development.
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From: 24/0h/2006 08:48 #2050 P.003

Noise Emissions

Wae the undersigned strongly refute the statement on the EPA Licence
Submission Section E.4 Noise Emissions Page 40 of 74 which states
that “The activities currently on site do not generate noise levels that could
be detected at site boundary”,

The noise emanating from the existing equipment being used in the Pig
Farm can be heard in the surrounding area. (See list of householders
attached.)

We also note the followlng are not included in the EPA Licence
submission;

« No background nolse survey included _

¢ No quantification of existing noise impact included

« No quantification of noise impact arising from the proposed
development. '
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"Appendix 111 -
Habitat Details of the Slaney Site

The site supports populations of several species listed on Annex II of the EU Habitats
Directive including the three Lampreys - Sea Lamprey (Petromyzon marinus), River
Lamprey (Lampetra fluviatilis) and Brook Lamprey (Lampetra planeri), Otter (Lutra
lutra), Salmon (Salmo salar), small numbers of Freshwatef Pearl Mussel (Margaritifera
margaritifera) and in the tidal stretches, Twaite Shad {Alosa fallax fallax). A survey of
the Derreen River in 1995 estimated the popula’u@h ©F Freshwater Pearl Mussel at about
3,000 individuals. This is a s1gmﬁcant popu];gﬁ espe01a11y in the context of eastern
Ireland. The Slaney is pnmanly a spnng s ﬁshery and is regarded as one of the top
rivers in Ireland for early spring ﬁshm upper Slaney and tributary headwaters are
very important for spawning.

\\Q
The site supports important numb n@oof birds in winter. Little Egret are found annually
along the river. This bird is onlysiow beginning to gain a foothold in Ireland and the
south-east appears to be its strénghold. Nationally important numbers of Black-tailed
Godwit, Teal, Tufted Duck, Mute Swan, Little Grebe and Black-headed Gull are found
along the estuarine stretch of the river. The mean of the maximum counts over four
winters (1994/98) along the stretch between Enniscorthy and Ferrycarrig is: Little Egret
(6), Golden Plover (6), Wigeon (139), Teal (429), Mallard (265), Tufted Duck (171),
Lapwing (603), Shelduck (16), Black-tailed Godwit (93), Curlew (81), Red-breasted
Merganser (11), Black-headed Gull (3030), Goldeneye (45), Oystercatcher (19),
Redshank (65), Lesser Black-backed Gull (727), Herring Gull (179), Common Gull (67),
Grey Heron (39), Mute Swan (259) and Little Grebe (17). Wexford Harbour provides
extensive feeding grounds for wading birds and Little Terns, which are listed on Annex I
of the E.U. Birds Directive have bred here in the past.
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The Reed Warbler, which is a scarce breeding “spécie'é in Treland, is regularly found in
Macmine Marshes but it is not known whether or not it breeds in the site. The Dipper also
occurs on the river. This is a declining species nationally.

o The site supports many of the mammal species occurring in Ireland. Those which
are listed in the Irish Red Data Book include Pine Marten, Badger, Irish Hare and
Daubenton's Bat. Common Frog (Rana temporaria), another Red Data Book
species, also occurs within the site.

Further south of Macmine are expanses of intertidal mudflats and sandflats and shingly
shore often fringed with a narrow band of salt marsh and brackish vegetation. Narrow
shingle beaches up to 10 m wide occur in places along the river banks and are exposed at
low tide. Upslope the shingle is sometimes colonised by Saltmarsh Rush (Juncus gerardi),
Townsend's Cord-grass (Spartina townsendii), Common Saltmarsh-grass (Puccinellia
maritima), Sea Aster (Aster tripolium), Hemlock Water-dropwort (Oenanthe crocata) and
Himalayan Balsam (Impatiens glandulifera).

The site is a candidate SAC selected for alluvial wet woodlands, a priority habitat on
Annex I of the E.U. Habitats Directive. The site is also selected as a candidate SAC for
floating river vegetation, estuaries, tidal mudflats and old gﬁé woodlands, all habitats
listed on Annex I of the E.U. Habitats Directive. The sit¢{s further selected for the
following species listed on Annex II of the same d;n‘e@ﬁ’ve Sea Lamprey, River

Lamprey, Brook Lamprey, Freshwater Pearl Mgfsgé? Twaite Shad, Atlantic Salmon and
Otter. \\Q
&Q @@

O S

SN p s .
Floating river vegetation is found aloggﬁéﬁaﬁch of the freshwater stretches within the site.
Species present here include Pond r-crowfoot (Ranunculus peltatus), Water-
crowfoot (Ranunculus spp.), Canadian Pondweed (Elodea canadensis), Broad-leaved
Pondweed (Potamogeton natan ater Milfoil (Myriophyllum spp.), Common Club-
rush (Scirpus lacustris), Wateg-starwort (Callitriche spp.), Hemlock Water-dropwort,
Fine-leaved Water-dropwort (Oenanthe aquatica), Common Duckweed (Lemna minor),
Yellow Water-lily (Nuphar lutea), Unbranched Bur-reed (Sparganium emersum) and the
moss Fontinalis antipyretica. Two rare aquatic plant species have been recorded in this
site: Short-leaved Water-starwort (Callitriche truncata), a very rare, small aquatic herb
found nowhere else in Ireland; and Opposite-leaved Pondweed (Groenlandia densa), a
species that is legally protected under the Flora Protection Order, 1999.
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Good examples of wet woodland are found associated with Macmine marshes, along
banks of the Slaney and its tributaries and within reed swamps. Grey Willow (Salix
cinerea) scrub and pockets of wet woodland dominated by Alder (Alnus glutinosa) have
become established in places. Ash (Fraxinus excelsior) and Birch (Betula pubescens) are
common in the latter and the ground flora is typical of wet woodland with Meadowsweet
(Filipendula ulmaria), Angelica (Angelica sylvestris), Yellow Iris, Horsetail (Equisetum
spp.) and occasional tussocks of Greater Tussock-sedge (Carex paniculata). These
woodlands have been described as two types: one is quite eutrophic, is dominated by
Willow and is subject to a tidal influence. The other is flushed or spring-fed subject to
waterlogging but not to flooding and is dominated by Alder and Ash.

The shrub layer is well-developed with Hazel (Corylus avellana) and Holly (Ilex
aquifolium) occurring. The ground layer consists of Great Wood-rush (Luzula sylvatica)
and Bilberry (Vaccinium myrtillus), with some Bracken (Pteridium aquilinum) and
Brambles (Rubus fruticosus agg.). Herbaceous species in the ground layer include
Primrose (Primula vulgaris), Wood-sorrel (Oxalis acetosella), Common Cow-wheat
(Melampyrum pratense) and Bluebell (Hyacinthoides non-scripta). Many of the trees
carry an epiphytic flora of mosses, Polypody Fern (Polypodium vulgare), and lichens
such as Usnea comosa, Evernia prunastri, Ramalina spp. and Parmelia spp.

Below Enniscorthy there are several areas of woodland witl¥a mixed canopy of Oak,
Beech, Sycamore (Acer pseudoplatanus), Ash and genegally a good diverse ground flora.
Near the mouth of the river at Ferrycamg isa steqp%@ﬁth facing slope covered with Oak
woodland. Holly and Hazel are the main specu:;?’l fhe shrub layer and a species-rich
ground flora typical of this type of Oak wo has abundant ferns - Dryopteris filix-
mas, Polystichum setiferum, Phyllitis scqjﬁ@hdrlum and mosses - Thuidium
tamariscinum, Mnium hornum, Euryngi‘ﬁwﬁl praelongum.
<<O \\Q

v (,o@
Other habitats present within th ite include species-rich marsh in which sedges such as
Carex disticha, Carex riparia Carex vesicaria are common. Among the other species
found in this habitat are Yellow Iris (Iris pseudacorus), Water Mint (Mentha aquatica),
Purple Loosestrife (Lythrum salicaria) and Soft Rush (Juncus effusus). Extensive
marshes occur to the west of Casltebridge associated with the tidal areas of the River
Sow.
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Agriculture is the main landuse. Arable crops are important. Improved grassland and
silage account for much of the remainder. The spreading of slurry and fertiliser poses a
threat to the water quality of this salmonid river and to the populations of Annex I
animal species within it. Run-off is undoubtedly occurring, as some of the fields slope
steeply directly to the river bank. In addition, cattle have access to the site in places.
Fishing is a main tourist attraction along stretches of the Slaney and its tributaries and
there are a number of Angler Associations, some with a number of beats. Fishing stands
and styles have been erected in places. Both commercial and leisure fishing takes place.
There are some gravel pits along the river below Bunclody and many of these are active.
There is a large landfill site adjacent to the river close to Hacketstown and at Killurin.
Boating, bait-digging and fishing occur in parts of Wexford Harbour.

Waste water outflows, runoff from intensive agricultural enterprises, a meat factory at
Clohamon and a landfill site adjacent to the river and further industrial development
upstream in Enniscorthy and in other towns could all have potential adverse impacts on
the water quality unless they are carefully managed. The spread of exotic species is
reducing the quality of the woodlands.

The site supports populations of several species listed on Annex II of the EU Habitats
Directive, and habitats listed on Annex I of this directive, as well as important numbers
of wintering wildfow] including some species listed on Anngx I of the EU Birds
Directive. The presence of wet and broad-leaved Woodlgg@s increases the overall habitat
diversity and the occurrence of a number of Red Q@taéﬂook plant and animal species
adds further importance to the Slaney River sﬂgﬁ» S
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Appendix IV

A list of objectors to planning permission number
20050055
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop

a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of anima] offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop .
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.

ADDRESS

NAME
B ] B o Goraing

- Nicdelly  Zocke Frtoylecann, f@—f%‘cxz’aﬂc;-

o Lo B | Wpceosll Uyper, Colssobies
\&\Mx x(s{; We s cenble lr(mow .‘ Qwss«L«,\ ]
8‘&%\%\ S, | CoeSSRast e IRRE |

O(\Q/L_ (}\}'Z /{e&"_ //)'M/y\ ~ \ov
DC‘(\/ﬂ <l Ll ow) ooy A AN 2y

Bf_c”!gm% [ Wabnnt Gepse up@&\
Clorcy (6 Welred- a..) »x,Aw( )
_wtogg ‘Dms,[ 4@@@5%@ W&g Loy firof

ﬁ //4@%%&/%4/@/ ) e

°Ja

\0&\

ﬂéﬁ«)ﬁ/ , 4;: 2065 S faka,
4 / V4
fu/& o&ﬁé\ 7('%0 t FA) Cﬂossxhs.—‘@- (s LngFoﬂ/) '

QCML LC Qoo‘uif i m(ﬁ«»w%_ Cop rten (i ,.C@ Aooded
Pk " 7 | dettoen Crocie 0y S
Maaw S C,’)ag)aﬁa@-, é M( /
Dl 1o 2] itlos. Gosrety Lo L),

jal\/\ 003(« ‘I/l'\gj IRedd _ /-gcw X0
('/§an0.. é,/.

(=l ped O

. s e R ¥ oA P
e i _EPA Export 25-07-2013:17:08:30




We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop .
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal
industrial, and commercial waste
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop .
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.

NAME

ADDRESS
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.

NAME ADDRESS
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop .
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.

NAME ADDRESS
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.

NAME

ADDRESS
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We the undersigned, object to the grantmg of planning pefmissibii to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,

industrial, and commercial waste.
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We the undersigned, object to the granting of planning permission to develop
a major industrial waste disposal complex, for the disposal of animal offal,
industrial, and commercial waste.

NAME

ADDRESS
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