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Office of Licensing and Guidance,
E.P.A.,
PO Box 3000,
Johnstown Castle Estate,
Co. Wexford.
Re: Brownfield Restoration Ltd., licence application reference 204-1
Dear Sirs, '

The site, the subject of this application, is one of the six aifg}s investigated by Wicklow
County Council as part of its comprehensive iIIegal’.dQﬁping investigations which
have been ongoing since 2001. g?oiéé\
& R

The site was formerly owned by John O’R@'ﬂ%@\nd legal proceedingsare being taken
by the Council against Mr. O'Reilly and ({w%(@e companies involved in/.bepositing in
excess of 288,000 tonnes on the siteﬁ\eﬁa period of 4 years from 1998 to 2002. The
Council has also joined the owner&«bi\tﬁe site, Brownfield Restoration (Ireland) Ltd, in
such legal proceedings. S\QQQ\\

O
A complaint was also sent to gk@ National Bureau of Criminal Investigations (N.C.B.1)
regarding suspected ‘criminat’ activity in relation to illegal dumping on this site. A
Book of Evidence has been sent to the Director of Public Prosecutions (D.P.P.) and
as a consequence of same legal proceedings have been instigated. -

The Council notes that the application lodged with the E.P.A. is for remediation of the
rnaterial already on site at Whitestown and the importation of additional material. The
Council, while welcoming any moves to remediate the area where hundreds of
thousands of tonnes of material have been illegally deposited, could not
support any proposal to import any additional material. Wicklow County
Council therefore urges the EPA to refuse the application by Brownfield
Restoration (Ireland) Ltd for a waste licence at Whitestown.

Attached is a document containing our detailed analysis of the Brownfiel -
Restoration (Ireland) Ltd proposal. e

Yours sincgrely,

(oAb
Michael Nicholson,

Director of Service —
Environmental and Water Services. " -

~ma

[

All correspondence should be addressed to the Senior Executive Officer, Environmental Services

Seoltar gach comhfhreagras chuig Priomhfheidmeannach na Seirbhisi Comhshaoil
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LICENCE APPLICATION REFERENCE NO 204-1

- THE REMEDIATION AND MANAGEMENT OF A CONTAMINATED SITE AT WHITESTOWN

SAND AND GRAVEL QUARRY

SUBMISSION BY WICKLOW COUNTY COUNCIL REGARDING THE APPLICATION BY
' BROWNFIELD RESTORATION (IRELAND) LTD. FOR A WASTE LICENCE AT
WHITETOWN Co. WICKLOW.

‘REFERENCES &
o $
&

/ ) & . -
WICKLOW COUNTY COUNCIL INVESTIGATION OF. @%MERCIAL SCALE WASTE DISPOSAL AT
WHITESTOWN SAND AN @VEL QUARRY 2002
QK >
<
_ S S _
WICKLW COUNTY COUNCIL POLICY RE%@{@G THE REMEDIATION OF ILLEGAL LANDFILLS 2003
: <<0\ &\0)
'DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN NOTIFIE%@«%TIES LINKED WITH WASTE DISPOSAL AT THE SITE AND
WIC W COUNTY COUNCIL 2003/2004
REMEDIATION PLANS FOR WHITESTOWN SAND: AND GRAVEL QUARRY AND LEGAL PROCESS MAY 2004

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT SUBMI'I'I'ED BY BROWNFIELD RESTORATION IRELAND LTD TO EPA
REGARDING A PROPOSED INTEGRATED WASTE MANAGEMENT FACILITY MARCH 2004
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' SUMMARY

In November 2001 Wicklow County Councn discovered a large, commercial scale waste Iandflll
opeération in a sand and grave! quarry at Whitestown Lower, Stratford on Slaney Co Wicklow.

The investigation identified three major areas of contaminated land within the quarry and .
" estimated that in excess of 288,000 tonnes -of waste had been transferred from Waste
Transfer Stations in. Dublln :

‘The waste, consisting of domestlc, commeraal “and mdustrlal categorles, had been shredded
and compacted prlor to dvsposal at the site.

The investigatton concluded that an enwronmental risk had been created contrary to Sectio'n .
32 of the Waste Management Act 1996 on the site, which is adjacent to the Carrigower River
floodplain and which is soon to be designated a Special Area of Conservation (SAC).

Wicklow County Council and the Environmental Protection Agency has momtored that site
since discovery and the date has shown that the site is not contained and contaminants are
migrating from the site and reachlng vulnerable receptors. This data demonstrates that actual
poliution is occurrlng o

Elevated levels of ammonia, arsenic, sodium, boron, barium, manganese and other
compounds are identified in this inter-calibrated data |nd|cat|ng a mlgratlng plume of pollution
that is |mpact|ng on groundwater.’ $ :
The Eastern Region F|sher|es Board has reported a year on y%ar deterioration in water quality
“in the Carrigower River since 1998, which may be rel; % the commencement of intense
commerC|aI scale-waste disposal activities in 1997, &g%&
S : .

Wicklow County Council requested Garda mtergjen&bn to investigate criminal aspects of the
illegal waste disposal activity. A file was pr @i for the DPP and charges were brought
against seven named individuals at a Slttj\ oﬁhe drstnct count in Baltinglass in January
2004, & \@

R A\

Wicklow County Council prepared a ctyﬁ’ case to seek legal redress and specrflcally the
application of the polluters pays pgg’bple to fund costs associated with the environmental
remediation of the site. OOQ ,

The Council wrote to a number of corporate entities that were incriminated by evidence
recovered at the site to seek the voluntary remedlatlon of the site by these notified partles

Inltlally there was no response to the County Council’s invitation to enter into dlscussrons
However, following the opening of the criminal case A1 Waste came forward in February 2004

and sought to enter discussions No other inc‘:riminated corporate entities came forward.

In 2003 the owner of the site, John O’ Reilly, sold the Iands con5|st|ng of 14.6 hectares to Ray
and Ann Stokes trading as Brownfield Restoration Ireland Ltd (BRI).

BRI met with Wicklow County Council following the purchase of the site in 2003 and proposed
a development that involved the setting up of a facility on site that would process waste
including the waste already deposited , waste imported from other illegal waste dumps in
Wicklow and the importation of new waste on a commercial basis. The County Council made it
clear that the development of a landfill at this site would be contrary to the County ,
Development Plan. It was made clear that the singular obJectlve of the County CouncrI was the

- environmental remediation of the site. .

Nevertheless Wicklow County Council was prepared to enter into techmcal dlscussnon W|th BRI
to seek agreement on the remediation optron ,
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Technlcal discussions commenced with BRI in October 2003. These dlscussmns did not achleve
the desired ob]ectlve and were abandoned { .

BRI appointed consultants to prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIA) to support an
application to the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) for-a Waste Licence to facilitate the
BRI development vision for the site. The EIA was submitted to the EPA in March 2004.

Technical discussions comrnenced with A1 Waste in February 2004, and over a series of
structured meetings a consensus was achieved on the most appropriate remediation option for
the site.

This consensus was descnbed in-an Outline Remedlatlon Plan for the site.

The Outline Remediation Plan is now be the subject of a civil legal prosecution by Wicklow
County Council to require the notified parties associated with the Whitestown site , including
BRI as the new owners of a contaminated site, to implement the specmed technlcal measures
derived from the Outline Remediation Plan. :

The lmplementatlon of the Outllne Remediation Plan has been costed and cost estimates have

been provided to support both the criminal and civil redress processes. The estimated cost of
remediation of the Whitestown site mcludmg recovery of chklow County Council costs is
€8,300,000. OO :

This synopsns wull examine the compatibility of three interconnected elements in the process
described above: _ \o?
, : P
-0 chklow County Council policy regardlng illegal Iangfﬁ\ls
S
0 The Outline Remedlatlon Plan for the Whltecsizgg\ﬁ\ site.

o The compatibility of BRI Slte developrrg\eﬁt\@?ans with chklow County Council pohcy
and the Outline Remediation Plan. & $Q® ’ ‘ :
The synopsis will draw conclusions. - ‘\°\<§
. : L Q*\
Qo

WICKLOW COUNTY COUNCIL'SﬁLICY REGARDING ILLEGAL LANDFILLS

s

Wicklow County Councils ‘General P0|ICY Regardlng Remediation of Illegal Landfills’ takes

- account of the site specific nature of each proposed solution and that site remedlatlon plans

could mvolve all or some of the following mtegrated activities:

The excavatlon of waste bodies on the site |nclud|ng contamlnated surroundmg 50|Is

o
o The segregation of waste from the soils and surrounding material.
o The segregation of the waste into specific fractions
‘o The processing of the waste fractions to alter characterisation and waste category
o The removal of waste fractions to authorised facilities for disposal, processing or reuse
o The construction of a properly engineered contained rep05|tory area on the site where
residual waste and contaminated soils may be stored
- o The grading and capping of the former illegal landflll areas to reduce water ingress into

those soils
o The installation of down gradient monltorlng boreholes to monitor changes over time
o On going monitoring of the site for an agreed period. :
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THE OUTLINE REMEDIATION PLAN FOR THE WHITESTOWN SITE

Wicklow County Council considers that the most appropriate remediation option is to remove
the waste from the land filled areas, to treat the waste on site, to segregate nominated
fractions and to dispose or recover this material in approprlate off S|te faC|I|t|es to contain
resrdual waste and to restore the S|te

The Outline Remediation Plan for the Whitestown site was the subject of technical discussions
between Wicklow County Council and A1 Waste, one of the parties implicated by evidence on
the site. Consensus was reached on the measures to be undertaken to achieve the
remediation objective during these discussions.

These measures are now the subject of a legal redress process initiated by Wicklow County
Council inviting all parties implicated in the contamination of the Whitestown site to voluntarily
commit to implementing the specified measures. .

The legal redress process will be taken under the Waste Management Act and will seek .
undertaklngs from the notified parties including BRI who knowingly purchased a contaminated
site thereby incurring the envnronmental |Iab||lty assouated with the site.: :

The undertaking that is requnred from the notlfled parties will be consrstent with the principles

o The excavatlon of the waste body and the cont@uq@é soHs estlmated to be in the
order of 1,400,000 tonnes ’

_set out as follows

\ .
o The screening of this material to remov%\% from waste
N
o) The segregation of the recovered w@gﬁe@hto fractions
S5
o . Composting of putrescnble waage\ésﬁ conversion to compost
o . Safe soil-making N

X

o The removal of ‘recovere}dﬁnaterial and recyclab»les‘ off site

o \v The disposal of hazardous material |

o The construction of an engine'ered.landﬁll,on‘site' to retain residual wastes
' o; Restdrat:idn of the site |

o Continuous monitoring of the site -

DETAILED MEASURES

Remedlatlon Plan

- The notified parties wnll undertake to provide a remedlatlon plan for agreement which will

identify the area, or areas of waste to be excavated and remediated, the sequence in which
the area, or areas of waste will be addressed, the likely timing of such remediation and the
establishment of an appropriate environmental monitoring programme, including media and
parameters to be monitored, identification of necessary monitoring infrastructure and

‘determination of approprlate duration of such monitoring.
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'Permits, Permissions and Licences

The notified parties will undertake to make application to the appropriate authorities for such
permits, permissions and licences that may be required to implément the agreed remediation -
plan. Such applications will be consistent with the agreed remediation plan.

Monitoring Infrastructure

-The notlﬁed parties will undertake to mstall the necessary monltorlng infrastructure on or in
the proximity of the site and to commence of necessary environmental monitoring and to
- report such results in accordance with the remediation plan and applicable licences or permits.

Covered Area

The notlﬁed partiés W||| undertake to bund a roofed, secure Waste Quarantme Area with a low-
permeability concrete base and a Ieachate collection sump for the purpose of temporary
. storage and segregatlon of excavated waste. .

, og}
, ¥
On Site Waste Processing @2&

The notified parties will undertake to provide suutéblg&ér&%ssmg equment on the facnllty,
" such as excavators, screeners, trammels, shreddess, compost tunnels or other technologies
consnered approprlate and for the construction gﬁ% infrastructure, such as a Picking Station,

.needed. » : \QQQ@\‘
SIS
&é’ NN

Off Slte Dlsposal of Hazardous Wagt%o)
The notified parties will undertake t ssﬁ'iake appropriate arrangements with a suitably qualuﬁed

and experienced Hazardous Wastgzéompany to provide for the removal and recovery or -
disposal at an appropriate facng&\ either here or abroad, of any hazardous waste encountered.

Health and Safety Training

The notified parties will undertake to provide appropriate training to site staff in how to handle
any wastes, including any hazardous wastes, which may be encountered during excavation
and. for the identification and management of other hazards typically associated with waste

landfi lls L , . . , R
Waste Excavatuon Procedures
The notified partles will undertake to put in place appropnate procedures for the excavation of

waste. For.example, the waste may be excavated in a series of 50m square quadrants and the
excavation of all waste should be supervised by an appropriately qualified person.

Identlflcatlon and Classification of Waste
The notlﬁed partles will undertake to put in place a system to |dent|fy and classify excavated
waste. This system would be supercvised by a qualified person and be supported by

_appropriate scientific analysis capability. The identification and classification system will be
_ critical to the streaming of fractions to apropriate recovery or disposal facilities. -

PR
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from the finger screeners which are not suitable @\Sp

: Recovery and CIass:flcatlon of Fines

; The notified parties quI undertake to screen excavated wastes through a fmger screener to

remove fines. These fines should be stockpiled to provide for the reinstatement of the site.
Appropriate testing should be carried out to ensure that these fines are fit for use. The fines
‘may be passed\ through a trommel if the amount of contraries present requires reduction.

Récov_ery, Recycling and Reuse Of M_aterial ‘

The notified parties will undertake to put onin place a system for the recovery ,recycling and

" reuse of material.The residue from the finger screener, or screeners, should be examined to

determine their gross content.- If there is sufficient quantities of recyclable materials present,
such as wood, metal, stone, concrete, etc, then the waste should be passed through the
Picking Station and these materials separated, stockpiled and, in the case of metal, sent off-
site for recovery at an appropriate facility. Separated materials, such as wood, stone,
concrete, etc should be stockpiled-on site as they may be useful for the restoration of the site.
For eXampIe, the stone etc may be useful for the construction of internal roads, drainage etc,
while the wood may be useful if there is sufﬁuent putrescuble waste on the site to allow for

I" compositing to be carrled out.

Composting and Soil Making

The notlfled partles will undertake to put in place ap E, Ate technlcal facilities for the

conversion of wastes into compost and soil. Re5| ‘%9 the Plckmg Station and any residue -
ssing through the Picking Station should

be examined to determine-their content. Putr@?c@’e wastes should be separated, for example
by trammelling, and subjected to a treatme cess on site, such as composting. Provision
should be made for sufficient areas to en@ﬁ ethe maturing of the compost. Any compost

produced will be useful in the restora<|< hé site and, if of appropriate quality, may be used v

as top-soil on the restored site.

\O.

‘Removal or Containment of %é%idual, Wastes

The notified parties will undertake to provide for the offsite removal of residual waste or for
the appropriate on site containment of such waste. Consideration should be given to further -
treatment, such as shredding, of this residual waste to obtain any furthér recyclable materials

' from it. The final residue should consist mainly of paper, plastic, textiles etc. This material
., should either be removed from the site to an appropriate facility for its ultimate recovery or

~ disposal, or, depending on the characteristics of the site, consideration should be givén to the

development of an engineered lined area, or areas, to provide for its safe disposal on site;

Site Restoration.

The notified parties will undertake that the measures described above should be continued
until all the waste on the site has been excavated and treated. The site should be restored to
agreed final contours using the stockpiles on site and, if necessary, by the importation of
suitable restoration materials. Materials in this context are defined as being chemically and
bioiogically stable and therefore inert, or rendered such by processing or teatment on site

prior to use for restoratlon purposes.
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Future Landuse

The notified partles will undertake to appropriatly cap and restore the site to facilitate the
future agreed use of the land. L

On Going Enwronmental Momtorlng

The notlﬁed parties will undertake to continue an ongomg env:ronmental monltormg
programme to agreed parameters and time constraints.

Declaration of Environ‘mental Remediation

: ‘The notified parties will be reli‘eved of Iiabi'Iit'y when a deelaration of environmental remediation

is made. by the revocation or review of the Ilcences permlts and perm|55|ons |ssued to

L facmtate the remediation.

" COUNCIL POLICY AND OUTLINE REMEDIATION PLAN

COMPATIBILITY OF BRI SITE DEVELOPMENT PLANS WITH WICKLOW COUNTY

-+ The notified parties, including BRI, have (or shortly will be) invited to ‘undertake to make

application to the appropriate authorities for such permits, permissions and licences that may
be required to implement the agreed remedlatlon pIan Such ap%ycatlons will be consistent

with the agreed remediation plan’. B N

é

' The agreed remediation plan should’ b_e con5|stent with th{g\\ﬁutlme Remediation Plan as

. expressed in the measures above.

ose%@‘

One of the notified oarties, namely BRI, has pr \d a development plan mdependently of

i technical discussions with Wicklow County Cogn iiand had submitted an Environmental

' Impact Assessment to the EPA to support agv lication for a"Waste Licence for the propose
- actiities on the site. . AN O ‘
‘ o $ &\0’

' The folldwing is an assessment of the\ proposals compatablllty with the Outline

. Remediation Plan.

y

Critical elements of the BRI prop,@gal include the folloWing:

" The proposal describes the development and management of an Integrated Waste

: Management Facility at the Whltestown site.

BRI proposes to remediate and restore the site to it's'_former agricultural status by:

o Continuing with the processing of the remainihg sand and.gravel deposits

o Excavatmg previously deposrted wastes

o‘ Accepting. wastes '

o " Processmg and treatmg wastes

o Removing recovered wastes from the facility or usmg recovered wastes at the site

o Ma_lntenavnce of the mfrastructure and plant ‘
"o | Filbling the ehgineered lined void |

o Restoring the site -
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. | By .I - \ .
, Lol L ke " O - '

| If these BRI activitiels‘ atrtlat ‘"lL:;q'neri ,Ffp“é‘msed on the site remediation principles set out by Wicklow
| County council we can 'oﬁ m;fe-the following : - 3 S ‘

. ."‘!“‘, ;
P ".‘_
ilf
I

!
i

<

BRI PROPOSAL :

[ Continuing with the processing of the remaining sand and gravel deposits

| | WCC REMEDIATION PRINCIPLE
| ' ' - : ‘
| | Wicklow County Council is silent on this matter but there is the consideration that material

being extracted from this site at the moment could be contiguous to the waste and therefore

could potentially be contaminated. _ N : .

BRI PROPOSAL

‘ Q " | Excavating previously deposited wastes : &
. . : V)
1 WCC REMEDIATION PRINCIPLE =~ ' \\'o'\@é
: t : N § ' _

BRI claims that 240,000 tonnes of waste were depﬁgeé on the site without a licence. WCC
estimates this figure to be of the forder of 288,0(2@3.. wever WCC is of the opinion that over 1
million tonnes of material contiguous to the wastesdmay be contaminated. BRI takes no account
of this in its calculations. Both BRI and WCC Use figures of 1.4 million tonnes in total. THEY

"ARE UNDER_NO ACCOUNT THE SAME FIGURESWCC is of the opinjon that 1.4 million tonnes of
material on site already needs to be tre'af\ > BRI proposes to import over 1 million tonnes of

{ | waste for treatment. THEREFORE, WEC 15 OF THE OPINION THAT IF BRI OBTAINED A v

| LICENCE FOR THE CURRENT PROPO%A@? HEN UPWARDS OF 2.5 MILLION TONNES WOULD

HAVE TO BE TREATED. aé’\\
&

Q
O

BRI PROPOSAL

i AN
l Accepting wastes
1 : WwWCC REMEDIATION PRINCIPLE

As WCC does not include for the importation of wastes so (except where material is required
~ | to restore the site) as part of the remediation proposal then procedures for the acceptance of
waste are not applicable. h : o . T

This is stated as follows in the measures detailed as undertakings required from the notified
| parties - ; : ‘ o

‘The site should be restored to agreed final contours using the stockpiles on site and, if
necessary, by the importation of suitable restoration materials. Materials in this context are.
defined as being chemically and bioiogically stable and therefore inert, or rendered such by
processing or teatment on site prior to use for restoration purposes’. o

Page80fv13 , » . : ¢

EPA Export 25-07-2013:18:45:11



BRI PROPOSAL

Processing and.treating wastes

-WCC REMEDIATION PRINCIPLE

The BRI proposal is consustent with Wicklow County- Council’s p05|t|on provided the processmg
and treatmg technologles are consistent with: .

‘The screening of this materlalyto remove soils from waste’

The segregation of the recovered waste into fractions’

| *Composting of putrescible waste and conversion to compost’

‘Safe soil making’

| -Once again, WCC must point out that the extent of the BRI proposal far exceeds what is

necessary to remediate the site.

BRI PROPOSAL - . , ' @0"‘
. : &
Removmg recovered wastes from the facmty or usmg &ec;yered wastes at the site
\O
WCC REMEDIATION PRINCIPLE . o @G)
: \Q \\>\

The BRI proposal is con5|stent with the chkg&d;‘ount Council position:

‘The removal of recovered materlal and r\‘qui:?ables off site’

‘The disposal of hazardous materlal’ 6\(’&

' Once again, WCC muSt point out gf?gt the remediation proposal only requires the treatment of

wastes and contiguous material§’already on site. The BRI proposal would lead to additional
requirements due to the volumes of waste they intend to import. ' :

BRI PROPOSAL.

Maintenance of the infrastructure and plant'

WCC REMEDIATION PRINCIPLE

| Wicklow County Counci! would regard this as an integral part of any remediation operation.

The maintenance would extend to the enwronmental monitoring platform

BRI may need more plant and for-a longer perlod than is necessary purely to deal with WCC
remedratlon proposal
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BRI PROPOSAL

.Filling the engineered lined void

WCC REMEDIATION PROPOSAL

|| Wicklow County Council envisages the constructlon of an engmeered IandFlI - ‘The

il construction of an englneered landfill on site to retain residual wastes’ - from the remedlatlon
process.

1| This infers that the capacity of the englneered cell is I|m|ted

il The BRI proposal may be incompatible as the details propose to process and dlspose of
180,000 tonnes of waste per annum for 8 years from three sources: :

o Onsiteor |mported C&1, C&D and Household Waste
o Source separated recyclable waste brought on to the site
o Source separated organic wastes brought on to the site

Effectuvely WCC is stating that the size of the engmeered ceII proposed by BRI is llkely to well
in excess of that required to deal with the waste already on site. _

e

. R §

| ) . —

| BRI PROPOSAL ‘ &*?@

. , S
Restoration of the site &
\)\Q § : ) ) : . ™
| . . ) : . \\0(\ é\’\ '
- WCC REMEDIATION PROPOSAL = & &

&5%

il Wicklow County Council envisages tha@Q%or“estoratlon of the site is-compatible with the re-
grading of the site to agreed contours afd providing a physical capping that-can mltlgate
mgress onto to areas from where g\a‘é\te has been excavated.

However the timetable of the Blﬁ proposal suggests that the fma| restoration wm not be
|| carried out until well after the time envusaged by the WCC remeduatlon plan.
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| BRI PROPOSAL

BRI propose to undertake ongomg monltonng and reportmg of the status of agreed
parameters. .

WCC REMEDIATION PROPOSALS ~ * . S
Continuous mo'nitoring of the site

Once again, WCC must point out that the scale of the proposed operation by BRI must result
in. an increased level of monitoring required. There must therefore bé an increased risk of
environmental pollution. Also because BRI propose to import over 1 million tonnes of waste
there is an increased risk of the unknown and the need for increased vigilance and menitoring.
WCC regards this as an important aspect of its submission as increased monltorlng means -

| greater costs for the developer ' .

@ - POINTS OF COMPATIBILITY - . |
. N Q
. Of the 9 points of comparlson above there are 7 points, whe:\'eéBRI could claim that thelr
- proposal is effectlvely the same as WCC. As pointed ou\t\agove, WCC is serlously concerned
~ about S
e the size of the proposed operation, . 09? S\
-« the timetable of the proposed operation an% '
o the increased risks to the environment frqméh@sue of the proposed operatlon

:’ The two points of serious lncompatlblhty af%g\\
S S
o The proposal to import wastes. S\c)oQ
o . vo :
..o The proposal to infill the site t rlglnal contours with the residual of the processing of
1,400,000 tonnes of on site @nd |mported waste at a rate of 180,000 tones per annum for

8 years

- DETAILED ANALYSIS OF POINTS OF INCOMPATIBIL_ITY

i '.‘ ' y;

@ ' The WCC Remediation Plan envisages that mfrastructure is needed on site to implement the
remediation plan.

‘ »'The scale of the infrastructure is dictated by the following factors:

" The capaC|ty to excavate pOSSIbly 1 4 million tonnes both initially imported wastes and
contiguous matenals '

o, The capacity to segregate 288 000 tonnes of waste from the extracted material -

o The capacity to process and safely dlspose / reuse / recycle of 288,000 tonnes of waste
and residual contammat|on

The BRI approach to the infrastructural reqwrement is srmllar to the WCC reqmrements except
for the critical issue of SCALE.
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The BRI mfrastructural plan is based on: " : .

Excavating the illegally disposed of waste on three landfills within the site , though only
allowing for the 240,000 tonnes of waste |I|egally dep05|ted but not the contlguous materials

Importing and processmg of 180, 000 tonnes of waste the processing and disposal capaC|ty for

the site is totaIIed at per annum for 8 years. .

‘In the make up of this waste the 288,000 of existing- waste.is included.

! Therefore the processing and dusposal capacity for the site is calculated at 1 4 million tonnes

000000000 0O0O0O0OOO

over 8 years. This Figure refers to existing and imported waste and is completely
different from the 1.4 million tonnes of material that WCC estimates has to be-

‘excavated to r'emediate the existing waste plus contiguous materials.

The BRI specified infrastructure includes the following:

Mobile Recovery Unit

. Resource Recovery Building
Central Composting Facility
Paved Access Roads and Hardstanding W|th Adequate nghtmg

 Security Fences and gates = :
Weigh Bridge R . : . :

- Wheel Wash : - - R A .
Laboratory Facilities : ®®\ ,
Site Accommodation O
Foul Sewage Treatment Works )
Waste Inspection and Quarantine Areas og?
Plant sheds, garages and equipment compo
Fuel Storage areas o «
Fire control System, including water su;%p*fD oé‘»
Screening berms and enabling Iandscgﬁ%
Litter fence <<o* &\0)
Engineered landfill to lnclude

Liner - .

Leachate collection {\

Leachate recovery a olding

Gas management

Capping

@ &

ENE SRR

PUBLIC CONSULTATION

' Wicklow County Council has taken note of the publlc consultat:ve process that has arisen from

. the BRI proposal

The council notes the submission-made by the Eastern Fisheries Board and the concerns
expressed in the context of the protectlon of the Carrigower river which is a candidate for SAC

status

That sub_rnission also focuses on the BRI plan to collect leachate on site and to dispose of

- - leachate at the Baltinglass waste water treatment plant, The Council would point out that BRI

has not requested permission from the Council to dispose of leachate at the Baltinglass plant,

"nor has the. matter been discussed. We would like to point out that where BRI claim the

distance to be Skm to Baltinglass, the actual distance is around 8km. Transporting leachate
over this distance could lead to increased risk of environmental pollutlon No mention of these -
risks has been included in the EIS.
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CONCLUSION

| The BRI proposal does inciude for the remediation of the illegally

| imported wastes. However, the proposal goes way beyond what WCC
| considers reasonable and necessary for the site.

wcc cénnot support those elements bf the proposal which go

| beyond simply remediating the ‘illegally imported wastes and
| urges the EPA to refuse the application. , '
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