
i 

-. . -. . . -. .. . .. . - .. -. .. .. .. .. . . . . . . . . .. . .. . . -. . . .. - - - .. . .. . . . . - 

") 
From 
John Freeman 
The Deeps 

, County Wexford 
Date ;/2,/@6 

P.O.Box 3000 I Crossabeg 

Re Objection To dicenee NO 742 and comment o ort given by the licensing unit 
1 

Dear Sir Madam '1 
I /  

il for fbrther Information 

1 for fbrther Information 
e 

on the 23d of JANfJARY 2006 
/ I  

Thankingyou 1 
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I :  1 -  

I 1  

j / / I  Obiectin to Licence Number 742 and comment pn rewrt &en bv Mls. K i m  Maxwell sf 
I 1; gty~ Ncensinb unit 

n Statement of the EPA which states that it has 
and improve the natural environment for present and future 

unt the environmental, social and economic principles of 

Ils reports, who I assume is a responsible person working within 
d of taking responsible and protective action in respect of 
nt, she is actually passing the book 

the Department of Agriculture and 
Wexford County Council 

ity can be shared accordingly However, lets deal with 

mber of pigs from 7,500 to 8,500 and a suggestion has 
that 8,500 were in existence many years ago on this 
ot then in existence and when they did come into 
the area around the piggery cleaned up, so what did 
goons that were full of slurry and clay was thrown into 
ken in the surrounding areas, no effort was made at 

uld have been running off the yard and from the 
netrating the ground and in turn getting into the river Slaney. 

ment, I have to assume that the plans given to the 
ose given to Wexford County Council for planning. 

f the queries from Wexford County Council, who obviously 
nd the planning application. Ms. Maxwell was obviously 
them and dealing with them, and in fact she went a bit 

be quite prepared for these people to take pipes across the river 
ing station to the other and transport hot water and steam, yet she 

I then read Kiara 

I attach herewith 
found it very diffic 
quite capable of 

failed to even codm'bnt on the risk that this could be to 

ility of how this could be done 

&separate pig farms, t h e 3  of which is a 
Cornwall and on the Other Side of the River 
nd an which the proposed Dinester is to be 
practical for to have suggested that 3 s ~ l t  

because in the main I am certainly not 
it is a good thing, but as pointed out in the 
ct the natural environment for present and 
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1 

future generations - in my opinion no effort has been made by either the developers or 
the EPA to do this. 

As you can see fram the queries direoted by the County Council, they are also 
particularly concerned. 

The licence proposes that the following waste be imported on to the site 

- green energy crops - - the by products from the processing of green energy crops 
belly grases from meat factories 

- 
Green energy crops 

Cake sludge from dairy processing plants 

We all know the effect of spilled milk and sour milk and I have seen numerous 
prosecutions by the EPA of fanners who have let milk and sluny into rivers. what 
happens if one of these tanks burst in the yard of the pig fattening station? Has any 
bunding pmtedibn been put in place to stop a flow from the yards? 

Belly grasses from meat factories 

Now, what happens in the event of part of a belly coming along with this'? I am aware 
that a member of the community in the area of the pig fattening station spoke with one of 
the senior people idJohnstown Castle - I believe he was a signatory to the proposal, yet 
he did not know what would happen - 1 find that surprising. 

Fish waste 'I 

! I  
It is proposed to take fish waste into this process in open tomes, so in other words we 
will have the ROTXlNG heads, tails and bellies of fish scattered around the roads 
ofCrossabeg and Killurin in the event of an accident. Why has this not been conditioned? 
why is it not necessary to have them in sealed tanks? I think it is repulsive to think that 
the EPA would allow this type of product to be transported in open trucks and dumpers 
and then tipped. ' 1  

I 
Electricity 

Very little researchyhas been done in respect of the electricity generation, and I would 
like to see many more fads presented before I would believe the figures supplied by the 
proposers. Has th? ESB agreed that this excess supply can be sold into the national 
grid, have they agFed that the fgures agreed by the proposers of this digester, are 
possible? Where are the ESB lines etc. going to go to the national grid? 

Regulation EU N u m b  17742002 
I 
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The bepartment of kgricutture is the competent authority for authorising bio gas plants 
where animal byprpducts are accepted. What is the Departments view on'this 
development, why has Ms. Maxwell not insisted that the letters from the Department be 
received prior to her granting the licence. Similarly, why has a letter not been received 
from the Department of Communications and Natural Resources indicating their view 
with regard tb fish waste. 

Odour 

As someone who has lived in the area for many years,and been away at times for some 
months and each time I come back I am faced with this intermittent smell so I can see it 
from a tourists point of view as such I would not expect them back so there is no need 
to talk to us about odour, It is suggested that the Cornwall yard will not be subjected 
to any significant changes as a resutt of the pmposed development - this is U& 
BELIEVABLE as 

- every time the slurry is moved in that yard there is a Terrible Smell covering the 
wholearea 1 - why not get the existing users to use this low protein diet they spoke about and 
minimise the/ odours right away - I am sure this could be done under the review 
of the existing licence. 
How can yod guarantee that there will be no smell or debris from the constant 
transport of fish waste and dairy product sludge in open skips etc along narrow 
roads, partidlarly over a bridge on which there has been a number of accidents 
in the recent1 past. and which was built at a time when there was little traffic in 
comparison, ,has it been considered who will repair the bridge when it fails and 
who will compensate for the inconvenience. The Cats Bridge towards Kyle Cross 
is extremely idangemus as it is even with the present amount of Traffic has this 
been considered 

On the positive side h e  liquid waste is to be transported in sealed trailers and the mixing 
area of the reception tank is tu be washed down frequently and all waste water diverted 
into the tank. All the skips to be washed and cleaned with disinfectant after off loading - 
where is the planning application for this facility and why did Ms. n/tamvell not qualify her 
comment by suggedting that the people should apply for planning perinission for the 
washing facility. 1 
Ms Maxwell states that according to the licensee, odour during land spreading will be 
reduced by at least (18% while spreading liquid digestate rather than slurry. I do not 
think anybody has disputed this, however, it is the smell from the existing pig fattening 
station and the plant that is being discussed and this raises an interesting point - with 
the level of restriction now being imposed by the government on the spreading of 
fertilizers etc. what p,rovision has Ms. Maxwell made for digestate that cannot be spread 
because of the unavailability of land and why has she not addressed the issue. Has 
she seen the number of farmers that have made their land available, has she insisted on 
the land being testy to see if it is capable of taking any of this digestate. In my view 
she has not, and she has shown a considerable lack of either expertise or knowledge. 

, 

- 
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By this omission it appears to me that everything that is being put forward as "probably 
likely to happen" is beihg taken as fact. 

I would like to draw our attention to an article which appeared in the Sunday Business 
Post on January 29 which states that there is going to be crisis in the pig industry 
because under the new nitrates directive, only 18% of the land currently available for the 
spreading of the by-products from the pig industry will be available under the new rules, 
and it is important to remember that Wexford, and in particular the area surrounding 
these units is predominantly dairying and mixed farming, and dairy farmers in particular 
will have difficulty enough themselves in spreading their own sluny. 
However, I await your comments on this point. 

K 

I note a flare is going to be used to bum off the methane gas - where is this flare goihg 
to be located and what effect will it have on the skyline if it is going to be used at night 
and why is it not shown on the drawings? 

Emissions to Sewer 

I suggest she look at the queries from Wexford County Council with regard to this 
matter. 

Emissions to Waters 

It was very interesting to mad about the major fire that occurred in England recently in 
the oil storage depot and it became very clear that if this site had not been property 
bunded and sealed, massive areas could have been affected by the oil spillage. It 
would appear to me that a similar situatbn could arise at this unit because of its size, 
scale and lacation - aH of the land surrounding the unit should be properly encased in 
concrete. 

Storm Water 

Ms. Maxwell obviously has not visited the plant on a wet day when the vast majority of 
storm water runs down the public roadway and into the river Slaney. 

Emissions to Ground 

The only emission to the ground is from the septic tanks. It would have been sensible 
to upgrade the septic tanks because if someone applied for planning permission in that 
area they would have to put in a treatment plant - why has this not been recommended. 

The R & D t'equiqs that !he licensee install a new ground water monitoring point down 
gradient of the bio gas plant within 12 months and that the two ground wells be 
monitored bi-annually - this is like closing the stable door when the horse has gone. It 
will take twelve months before they find the problem and probably 20 years to correct it. 

Waste Storage 

4 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:18:14:49



I have already asked the question in respect of what happens in the event of this 
material not being able to be spread if outlets cannot be found? Are we heading into a 
situation like the meat and bone issue: of some years ago. 

Noise 

I am not surprised that 95 people complained of the noise - this is a huge number of 
people, given the density of the population of the area. However, nothing is going to be 
done until six months after the granting of the licence. This is a major public issue and 
should have been dealt with immediately by your good selves on receipt of the 
complaint. 

There is no point in my covering the area of habitat because you have gone away totally 
from the Mission Statement of the EPA. The major objection to this development has 
always been its location and the damage that can be done to a scenic area by you 
encouraging an activity like this. 

Environmental Impact Statement 

This certainly proves that inadequate information does not matter if it is sent to your 
department. How can you say you are satisfied with it when a number of statements in 
it state "other praducts". The County Council found it hard to understand it and have 
stated that the risk assessment submitted is inadequate and does not deal with 
mitigation measures for the identified risk. 
What are the "other products" that are mentioned several times? 

Fit and Proper Person Assessment 

Is there any experienced person working in this company at the present time who has 
operated a plant like this, or are you prepared to accept a trial and error situation, and 
after the mistakes are made, sit down and try and put covedive action in place? 

Compliance Record 

Four notifications of non compliance have been issued to the licensee in the last 6 years 
and even one noncompliance was noted on the 14/09/2005. Has this been dealt with? 
How could just one inspectiorl per Year be sufficient to monitdr the management of a 
pig unit of over seven and a half thousand pigs and how detailed could such an 
inspection be . what hope is there for the future. 

What difficulties have been experienced with the promoters of this plant in other 
locations throughout the country and what is their record - this has not been addressed. 

Complaints 

The people of Killurin have been extremely tolerant over the years, both with the pig 
fattening stations and the dump. The pig fattening station was giving employment and 
people in rural areas would always be loyal to companies that give employmeqt and 
would be slow to complain, however, the reality of the situation would appear and if you 
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look at the information being made available by the EPA over the years, pig slurry is the 
least efficient product you can use in anaerobic digestion for the production of 
electricity, it is less valuable than cattle slurry. 

What commitment have these people given to keeping the pig fattening units going and 
if they do not, and decide to decommission the pig fattening units, what commitment 
have they given to decommis$ion the anaerobic digestor. 

Comments with regard to objections lodged 

You state that the license system and the planning system are separate systems - the 
one thing they have in common is to protect and improve the natural environment for 
present and future generations, therefore, they are not separate and this license should 
not have been considered until the planning authority had their view. 

Odour 

If what you say is corredt then the answer is to put a small digester in each unit rather 
than assembling a huge volume of odour type material in one lacation. The other option 
would have been to consider locating this anaerobic digester on the pig fattening station 

on the slob where it is miles away from any living human being. You cannot say that a 
development like this does not interfere with amenities or the environment - this will 
impact seriously on the amenities, in particular the activities on the river Slaney, which is 
within yards of this proposed development. 
I find it surprising that the Qunty Council have questioned the odour assessment and 
the EPA did not bother to do this. 

Originally, the argument being put forward for the location of this digester was its 
convenience to the dump site and it was proposed to take the gas from the dump site to 
the digester for the generation of electricity. This has now fallen by the wayside, 
therefore, the primary reason for locating on this site no longer exists. 

1 fail to understand why the EPA cannot stand up and be counted on this one and if 
anaerobic digestion is the answer, ensure it is located where it does not affect humans 
or the environment. 

Ground Water 

This has been raised by almost everyone who objected, including the risk of accidental 
spills and the consequences. In my opinion you should have addressed the whole area 
of spillage from the time a lorry enters the gate of this site to the time it leaves. All 
areas likely to get contaminated should be sealed. A total assessment of the full site at 
the present time should have been camed out and the very least one would expect is 
that you would guarantee that no run off from the site at any point could get into the 
ground water - this has not been done. 

Surface Water 

You failed completely to deal with this issue and really no effort has been made by the 
developers to alter what is already an existing problem. You have already pmposed a 
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washing bay and lorries are going to be washed on this bay together with the external 
and internal of the tanks. It is necessary to have a petrol and oil intercepter if you are 
going to wash lorries, What happens when the oil and grease off the tomes is washed 
down? 

Management of the installation 

This is a trial and error job and the EPA have accepted it as such. Six months after the 
problems arise you will identify them and qen try to correct them - this is too late. You 
are dealing with the environment which you claim to be responsible for therefore, put 
plans in place now and do not experiment with a site as sensitive as this. 

Imports of organic material 

1 have already spoken about this. I have expressed concern abwt the danger of parts 
of bellies coming in with this belly grass. I would suggest that maybe someone from the 
EPA put a chicken in the oven, cook it at 55 degrees for as long as it takes and then eat 
it, if they do not want to do it themsetves then put an ad in the paper and see if they can 
get someone to do it, because 55 degrees will only help grow bacteria not do away with 
it. 

@ 

Any item that carries a risk to a human should be heated at the very least close to a 
ltemperature equal to where pasturisation of milk takes place. 

It appears to me that Ms Maxwell has attempted to justify the unjustifiable, she has taken 
all the proposals as read and she has taken the environmental impact study as gospel. 
We are lucky that the County Council has not adopted the same approach, because the 
drawings that Ms. Maxwell has accepted enlisted thirteen querjes from the County 
Council, many of which dealt with environmental issues. When these replies were sent 
in, almost every single one of them have been questioned again. I feel that someone 
has to explain to the people of the Deeps Crossabeg Cornwall and Killurin how drawings 
sent to the County Coundil are so un-acceptable and lacking in information, yet drawings 
sent to the EPA are acceptable, 

N0-b 
@ 

Get the noise monitoring done now, not after you build it and certainly not three months 
after it has been built. 

I feel the first document that should be produced by the EPA in future when they issue a 
document like an inspectors report is the competence and experience of the Inspector 
which should be listed on the first page, or alternatively if there is a lack of experience it 
should be clearly stated. 

No-one has told us if a similar facility exists in this country, and if this is the case what 
plants has the Inspector visited in Europe. Has the Inspector ever seen a plant located 
in such a sensitive scenic area where a simple accident could create irreparable damage 
and during the summer time, less than 100 metres away from this plant the people of 
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Crossabeg and KiHurin together with their friends, relatives visitors and tourists enjoy 
the facitities offered on the river Slaney and in particular the young people who enjoy 
rowing and boating. 

Wexford County Council has identified this area as the Staney Drive. Why are the EPA 
so insistent on taking chances with the environment at this point in t i  when I am sure 
there are many sites around the courltry much more suitable and likely to cause a lot 
less damage to the environment. 

Transporting thousands and thousands of tons of Sluny and all kinds of Rotting Waste 
and Offal in big 20 ton+ lomies along our n a m  little roads and narrow unsuitable 
bridges on a daily basis,is neither safe nor right . 

The idea of turning the Deeps pig unit into One Big (Slurry and Rotting Waste) 
processing plant.and connecting hot water pipes amss the River Slaney to the Cornwall 
pig unit .. Rlght in the Middle of our Community is both Danoerous and Wronn AND 
WILL ALWAYS BE WRONG NO MATTER WHAT. Because that is what this licence 
would mean. 

It is in the better interest of our local communities and equally the environment 
that I Object to this Licence . 

Attachments 

Copy of planning queries dated Is'. November 2005 and 23". January 2006. 
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/. 
I Itern No. 9 

development and pig farm. Submit revised proposals Kurther information in this regard 

NOTE. The applicant is advised that this request for additional information does not necessarily indicate that 
permission would subsequently be granted 

It has not been demonstrated that the landscaping scheme as proposed would adcquately screen the 

I 

~ 

NOTE: That 6 no. copies of aU documentatwn must be submitted A U p l a n ; E / ~ p ~ d r a s p e c i f i c a t i o n s  must bear 
the fuU name and address of the person by whom they were prepared In accordance with Article 33(4) of the 
Planning and Development Reguiations 2001, please note that where there is failure to reply to this request for 
further information within 6 months of the date of the request the application shall be declared to be 

I 

with&'awn. 

\Please note that Graeme Hunt, Executive Planner, is dealing with this matter and can be contacted at the Planning 
!Department,-tel. (053) 42211-lfyOuhave any queries. Any q-ueries re parding applications in the Enniscorthy area should be 
'directed to the Planner in the Enniscorthy Office on (054) 33212. 

!Mise, le meas, 

I 

/ j  
IAr Son Runai 

I . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
This message is intended only for the use of the person(s) ("the intended 
recipient(s)") to whom it is addressed. It may contain information which is 
privileged and confidential within the meaning of applicable law. If you 
are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender as soon as 
possible. The views expressed in this communication may not necessarily 
*be the views held by Wexford Local Authorities. 

Ikiean. 
/Please ensure that you also scan ail messages, as Wexford Local 
Ikuthorites do not accept any liability for contamination or damage 
,to your systems. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

I 
I 

1; Any attachments have been checked by a virus scanner and appear to be 

I ,  

I /  _ _  
,This email has passed through an IE Internet Mailwall gateway 

1 i t  'and has been screened for known viruses, potential viruses and 
'malicious code. 
t i  

IE Tnternet.com Mailwall (http://ieinternet.com/mailwall/) 
-- 

    
    

    
    

    
For

 in
sp

ec
tio

n p
ur

po
se

s o
nly

.

Con
se

nt 
of

 co
py

rig
ht 

ow
ne

r r
eq

uir
ed

 fo
r a

ny
 ot

he
r u

se
.

EPA Export 25-07-2013:18:14:49

http://Tnternet.com
http://ieinternet.com/mailwall

