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1 ) The developers, jAES, have failed to supply an adeqyate Environmental Impact statement 

(EIS) despite being asked fo'r further information!by-the-.EPA and a revisiop of their EIS by 

A waste licence was applied for on ! 1'''' Nov 2003 but OI? 1 .March 2005 they were issued 
with a notice requiring further infprmation to be supplied by 26 April.05. As no inforrnatron 
was received a reminder wak issued on I ? .  May 05 Farther info. Was finally received 
into the EPA on ?S.July 05 
Under the curreqt guidelines, the EPA may void the application in an mcidence where 
further information has not 4een received within a required timeframe as appears to be 
the case with this application 
A licence to discharge trade effluents (ref WPLV C 004) exists in the f i m e  tif 

sto. n o w  /7s beer. wied t 
element af the bhiness In the interests of clarity [he .c~ffici~~l arjpIicz:-! c;ci:-!p~7ny 
referenced on all permts an'd documenta!irx 

I There was pc;' &lic pailicipation sought a i  a r i y  s:age w h ,  
revise t h e  E!S by not doing so, this p ianniy app1icatini.i is 
E!iv!ronr.nentai irkpact AsseSment rjirective ~ ~ / X : ~ E F : C ;  as amei?c~e~ by ~ i r e c t i v e  
97:: 1 E[; I 

T'ht? informa:ion Submitted is not  IT^ i;ai7;pl!:<!?ce wit? :?iany aspects of  t h e  nat !omi  :;i?c: 
reaional directives includina-1 the Joint Waste Manaqen'lent Plan for tbe Soath East 

/ '  
c - .  -. +I ivQa:erfsrd Coun$y CoLinci! )I . -  

I . '  

I 

' 1  I , /  
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_ -  iJ\;VPMSE! Scdh  East wasJe management oiar- "Vaterford Slulge Management Plan 
_ J  J 

Ammai by-ar3Licts (APHI feguiatiofis 7 '44/iufi;' 2r-d w'h tne protlib~t~~JI1 1-1 swlil order (51 
597 of 2000, 

4) The cormmun:iy has serious concerns aboui the ahlitv of this proposal to ocerate 11' a r  
effective and environmentally safe wav In -egard VJ t?e liquid wsste Drqec! Ne are 

I 'release of treated or partially treated wastewatei intc t h e  Suir This will out 'iir!her b I~ laPrT  

on t9e river 
51 Until t h e  establishmept of Michell Leather Ltrj this area of the river Swr was literally alive 

. corlcerned aboutl :he importation of waste f-or? outside the southear.! regiop ,jnd thc 

with an abundance of fisn otter and nur;ieroL:s protected flora and fawa  now howwer 
according to the Department of the Environmerlt heritage and Local Government the 
river has a quality iatipg {' Q ratinq ,! of 3 this is ;?d considered sahs?ac!ofk for ? 
Salmonoid river 
be acceptable 
catchment 3f the river Sou There is risk therefor that h e  operation of fh i i t ~ t m ~ r 7 t  ;Jlan/ 
caoiid therefor add to the pollution loading on the nvef Suir 
The Southern Regional Fisheries Board has also objected to the proposed develonient 

0 )  Despite AES insisting that the Bedminster techfloiogy has been fried aod te\ted the fa i t  
remains that this technology has serious failings The Bedminster facility in Cairns 

I 
Obviousely ariy further loadtng 017 these waters W O C I ~ ~  therpro, w: 
The source of at least some af least coiild he from outside t/ ie 

- 
I kujt ial ia nau to ciose wirnin 3 monW>-oi oper-iiciy NJ rechfy p i o b i ~ : r r ~ - e i l c o ~ - t - - ~ ~ . - ~  ! I t z l c , "  , ,  , a l l  !t, 

dours rusting componentry and lack of qualitv final compost The closure lasted 
I 
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hs'  This is not the only Bedminster facility to experience set-up prbblems 

authorities on a daily basis a,nd in that same year the facility burned down - twice1 The 

1 
I Numerdus"faci1ities in America have experienced similar problems Cobb County in i I I ! 

Georgia is th'e most worrying during start-up phase odour complaints were lodgedlwith 

Cobb County authorities took over the running of the facility but have recently announced 
their intent to close the dand as it is not economically viable Fire also devistated facilities 
in Pennington County and Tiumar? Vinnesota a m  many other facilities using bedininster 

u r  complaints anc! difficulties finding markets 
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